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Summary 300 words 
Background: During pandemics, early outpatient treatments reduce the health system burden. 
Randomized controlled trials (RCTs) in COVID-19 outpatients have tested therapeutic agents, 
but no RCT or systematic review has been conducted comparing the efficacy of the main 
outpatient treatment classes to each other. We aimed in this systematic review of outpatient 
RCTs in COVID-19 to compare hospitalisation rate reductions with four classes of treatment: 
convalescent plasma, monoclonal antibodies, small molecule antivirals and repurposed drugs. 
Methods: We conducted a systematic review and meta-analysis of all COVID-19 outpatient 
RCTs that included the endpoint of progression to hospitalisation. We assembled, from multiple 
published and preprint databases, participant characteristics, hospitalisations, resolution of 
symptoms and mortality from January 2020 to May 21, 2023. The risk of bias from COVID-
NMA was incorporated into the Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development and 
Evaluation (GRADE) system. We measured heterogeneity with I2. Meta-analysis by a random or 
fixed effect model dependent on significant heterogeneity (I2 >50%) was performed. The 
protocol was registered in PROSPERO, CRD42022369181. 
Findings: The search identified 281 studies of which 54 RCTs for 30 diverse interventions were 
included in the final analysis. These trials, performed largely in unvaccinated cohorts during pre-
Omicron waves, focused on populations with at least one COVID-19 hospitalisation risk factor. 
Grouping by class, monoclonal antibodies (OR=0.31 [95% CI=0.24-0.40]) had highest efficacy, 
followed by COVID-19 convalescent plasma (CCP) (OR=0.69 [95% CI=0.53 to 0.90])  and 
small molecule antivirals (OR=0.78 [95% CI=0.48-1.33]) for hospital reduction. Repurposed 
drugs (OR=0.82 [95% CI- 0.72-0.93]) had lower efficacy.  
Interpretation: Inasmuch as omicron sublineages (XBB and BQ.1.1) are now resistant to 
monoclonal antibodies,  oral antivirals are the preferred treatment in outpatients where available, 
but intravenous interventions from convalescent plasma to remdesivir are also effective and 
necessary in constrained medical resource settings or for acute and chronic COVID-19 in the 
immunocompromised. 
Funding: US Department of Defense and National Institute of Health 
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Research in context 
Evidence before this study 
We systematically searched the published and preprint data bases for outpatient randomized 
clinical trials of treatment of COVID-19 disease with hospitalisation as an endpoint. Previous 
systematic reviews and meta-analyses have confined the reviews to specific classes such as 
convalescent plasma, monoclonal antibodies, small molecule antivirals or repurposed drugs. Few 
comparisons have been made between these therapeutic classes. The trials took place both in the 
pre-vaccination and the vaccination era, spanning periods with dominance of different COVID 
variants. We sought to compare efficacy between the four classes of treatments listed above 
when used in outpatient COVID-19 patients as shown in randomized, placebo-controlled trials. 
Added value of this study 
This systematic review and meta-analysis brings together trials that assessed hospitalisation rates 
in diverse COVID-19 outpatient populations varying in age and comorbidities, permitting us to 
assess the efficacy of interventions both within and across therapeutic classes. While 
heterogeneity exists within and between these intervention classes, the meta-analysis can be 
placed in context of trial diverse populations over variant time periods of the pandemic. At 
present most of the world population has either had COVID-19 or been vaccinated with a high 
seropositivity rate, indicating that future placebo-controlled trials will be limited because of the 
sample sizes required to document hospitalisation outcomes.  
Implications of all the available evidence 
Numerous diverse therapeutic tools need to be ready for a resilient response to changing SARS-
CoV-2 variants in both immunocompetent and immunocompromised COVID-19 outpatient 
populations. To date few head-to-head randomized controlled trials (RCTs) has compared 
treatment options for COVID-19 outpatients, making comparisons and treatment choices 
difficult. This systematic review compares outcomes among RCTs of outpatient therapy for 
COVID-19, taking into account time between onset of symptoms and treatment administration. 
We found that small-chemical antivirals, convalescent plasma and monoclonal antibodies had 
comparable efficacy between classes and amongst interventions within the four classes. 
Monoclonals have lost efficacy with viral mutation, and chemical antivirals have 
contraindications and adverse events, while intravenous interventions like convalescent plasma 
or remdesivir remain resilient options for the immunocompromised, and, in the case of CCP, in 
resource constrained settings with limited availability of oral drugs. 
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INTRODUCTION 
By May 17, 2023 the world had recorded over 766 million cases and more than 6.9 million 
deaths from COVID-19. In the US, some 100 million cases have been recorded, with over a 
million deaths, while six million hospital admissions for COVID took place between August 
2020 and December 2022. A pronounced spike in hospitalisations for COVID-19 in the US took 
place in the first two months of 2022 with the arrival of the Omicron variant of concern (VOC).  
Several approaches to reducing the risk of hospitalisation have been taken during the pandemic, 
including administering COVID-19 convalescent plasma (CCP), monoclonal antibodies (mAbs), 
small molecule antivirals or repurposed drugs. Vaccination and boosters have substantially 
reduced the hospitalisation and death risk, but outpatients at elevated severe COVID risk can still 
benefit from early treatment to avoid hospitalisation. Randomized controlled trials (RCTs) in 
outpatients have tested therapeutic agents against placebo or standard of care, but very few RCTs 
has been conducted that compare the main outpatient treatment classes. 
The first outpatient treatments for COVID-19 authorized by the FDA were for mAbs 
(bamlanivimab, bamlanivimab plus etesevimab1 or casirivimab plus imdevimab2), approvals that 
preceded the introduction of mRNA vaccines3,4. While many small molecules were repurposed 
as antivirals during the early stages of the pandemic, oral antivirals developed against SARS-
CoV-2 for outpatients were not authorized and available until December 2021, when 
nirmatrelvir/ritonavir5 and molnupiravir6 were approved. The following month, intravenous 
remdesivir was also approved for outpatient use7. On December 2021, nearly two years after the 
first use of CCP, the FDA approved CCP outpatient use, but only for immunocompromised 
patients8,9. The mAbs have been withdrawn due to viral variants BQ.1.* and XBB.* resistance.  
Here we assemble outpatient RCTs of COVID-19 different therapies, sharing either all cause or 
COVID-19 related hospitalisation for an endpoint. A literature search of MEDLINE (through 
PubMed), medRxiv and bioRxiv databases was carried out aiming to include all such RCTs 
published from March 2020 to October 2022 and these are summarized in the PRISMA chart 
(Figure 1). This systematic review and meta-analysis of outpatient COVID-19 RCTs, compared 
outcomes amongst CCP, mAbs, antivirals or repurposed drugs taking into account risk factors 
for progression, intervention dosage, time between symptom onset and treatment administration, 
and predominant variants of concern during RCTs.  
 
METHODS 
The protocol has been registered in PROSPERO, the prospective register of systematic reviews 
and meta-analyses of the University of York (protocol registration number CRD42022369181). 
We assembled outpatient COVID-19 RCTs with hospitalisation or a single CCP study with life-
threatening respiratory distress10 as the outcome, by searching MEDLINE (through PubMed), 
medRxiv and bioRxiv databases for the period of March 1, 2020 to May 22, 2022, with English 
language as the only restriction. The Medical Subject Heading (MeSH) and search query used 
were: “(“COVID-19” OR “SARS-CoV-2” OR “coronavirus disease 2019”) AND (“treatment” 
OR “therapy”) AND (“outpatient”) AND (“hospitalisation”)” AND (“randomized clinical trial”). 
We also screened the reference list of reviewed articles for studies not captured in our initial 
search. We excluded case reports, case series, retrospective, propensity-matched studies, non-
randomized clinical trials, review articles, meta-analyses, studies with fewer than 30 participants, 
studies that did not record or had no hospitalisations. and articles reporting only aggregate data. 
Trials of COVID prevention11 were excluded, even if hospitalisations were recorded. Articles 
underwent a blind evaluation for inclusion by two assessors (D.S. and D.F.) and disagreements 
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were resolved by a third senior assessor (A.C.). Figure 1 shows a PRISMA flowchart of the 
literature reviewing process. The following parameters were extracted from studies: baseline 
SARS-CoV-2 serology status, time from onset of symptoms to treatment, study dates, recruiting 
countries, gender, age (including the fraction of participants over age 50, 60 and 65), ethnicity, 
risk factors for COVID-19 progression (systemic arterial hypertension, diabetes mellitus, and 
obesity), sample size, dosage type of control, hospitalisations and deaths in each arm, and time to 
symptom resolution. Study dates were used to infer predominant VOCs. 
 
Assessment of risk of bias and GRADE assessment 
A risk of bias assessment of each selected RCT was performed by COVID-19-NMA 
initiative12,13. Within-trial risk of bias was assessed, using the Cochrane ROB tool for 
RCTs14.We explored clinical heterogeneity (e.g., risk factors for progression, time between onset 
of symptoms and treatment administration, and predominant variants of concern at the time of 
the interventions) and calculated statistical heterogeneity using τ², Cochran’s Q and estimated 
this using the I² statistic, which examines the total variation percentage across studies due to 
heterogeneity rather than chance. 
We used the GRADE (The Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development and 
Evaluation) system criteria to assess the quality of the body of evidence associated with specific 
outcomes, and constructed a ‘Summary of Findings’ table (Appendix Table 3), which defines the 
certainty of a body of evidence as the extent to which one can be confident that an estimate of 
effect or association is close to the true quantity of specific interest14. Publication bias was 
assessed by visual inspection of funnel plots. 
 
Statistical methods 
Descriptive analysis included time-to-treatment, geography (country) of the study, age, sex, race, 
ethnicity, seropositive, hospital type and medical high-risk conditions. The unweighted pooling 
ARR, RRR, NNT were calculated based on the arithmetic summation of the total hospitalisation 
or death numbers in each therapeutic category. 
Odds ratios (OR) and 95% confidence intervals (CI) were used to show the direction of effect 
and its significance in comparing treatment group and control groups. The studies were weighted 
with the Mantel-Haenszel method. The effect heterogeneity was calculated estimating the I-
squared (I2) inconsistency index. If significant heterogeneity was detected (I2 > 50% and 
Cochran’s Q test for heterogeneity was significant (p < 0.10)), a random effect model was 
performed; otherwise, a fixed (common) effect model was performed. Weight, heterogeneity, 
between-study variance, and significance level were displayed in forest plots.  
The significance level was 0.05. The figures were created in Prism software, R (version 4.2.1) 
and its statistical package “meta” (version 6.0-0). All the data manipulation and the analyses 
were performed in Excel, Prism, MedCalc (version 20.106), R and REVMAN.5. 
Role of the funding source 
The study sponsors did not contribute to the study design; to the collection, analysis, and 
interpretation of data; to manuscript preparation, nor to the decision to submit the paper for 
publication. 
 
RESULTS 
 
 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 26, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.24.22275478doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.24.22275478
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


6 
 
 

TRIAL CHARACTERISTICS  
We reviewed in detail 54 distinct outpatient RCTs (30 different interventions), conducted from 
March 2020 to May 22, 2023, across waves sustained by different SARS-CoV-2 variants of 
concern (VOC) and different vaccination periods in diverse patient populations (Figure 2).  
The studies varied in reporting outcomes of hospitalisation, whether all-cause or COVID-19 
related. The CCP group included 3 RCTs with all-cause hospitalisation, 2 trials with COVID-19 
related hospitalisations only and one trial with life-threatening respiratory distress in elderly 
individuals, deemed equivalent to hospital outcome (Appendix Table 1). The mAb RCTs 
included 3 trials with all-cause hospitalisations and 5 that used COVID-19 related 
hospitalisations as the outcome. The small molecule antivirals had 6 RCTs with all-cause 
hospitalisations and 5 with COVID-19 related hospitalisations, while 17 RCT’s of repurposed 
drugs used all-cause hospitalisations and 10 trials restricted to COVID-19 related 
hospitalisations. Here we report the hospitalisations as a composite of the hospital types.  
Because inclusion criteria varied across the RCTs, the power to detect a difference in 
hospitalisation rates varied across studies. Three CCP RCTs had higher control arm 
hospitalisation rates (11% - 31%) than all other antiviral RCTs, indicating that they studied 
sicker populations.9 (Table 1 and Figure 3). The six mAb RCTs had hospitalisation rates in the 
controls of 4.6-8.9%, the same range as CSSC-0049 (6.3%). Control hospitalisation rates in the 
molnupiravir-MOVE-OUT7, nirmatrelvir/ritonavir5 and remdesivir15 RCTs ranged from 5.3% to 
9.7%. Low hospitalisation rates were found in RCTs that had many vaccinees (metformin-
COVID-OUT – 3.2%16) or in which most participants were seropositive (molnupiravir-
PANORAMIC – 0.8%). Low control arm hospitalisation rates were also found in two mAb 
RCTs – the bebtelovimab trial (1.6%)17 and REGN-CoV phase 1/2 (<2%), with the bebtelovimab 
RCT focusing on low-risk patients 17 
 
TRIAL FINDINGS 
Examining RCTs by agent class, statistically significant relative risk reductions in hospitalisation 
were found in two of five CCP RCTs, six of nine mAb RCTs, four of 17 small molecule antiviral 
RCTs, but just 2 of 39 repurposed drug RCTs (Appendix Table 2). Except for the bebtelovimab 
RCT (2 hospitalisations in each arm17), mAb RCTs reduced the risk of hospitalisation by 50-80% 
(average 75%). Two of the three small molecule antiviral drugs (remdesivir15 and 
nirmatrelvir/ritonavir5) showed very high levels of relative risk reduction - 87% and 88% 
respectively - but molnupiravir reduced risk of hospitalisation by only 30%7 (no reduction in the 
PANORAMIC RCT25). The lopinavir/ritonavir combination was associated with a non-
significant increase in risk of hospitalisation18.  
Among repurposed drug RCTs, all except metformin (58%) and sulodexide (40%), showed small 
and non-significant relative risk reductions of hospitalisation - ivermectin19, colchicine20, 
fluvoxamine21 and hydroxychloroquine18. The nitazoxanide22 RCT found one hospitalisation 
among 184 treated participants compared to five hospitalisations among 195 controls, too few 
events to achieve significance.  
Absolute risk reductions (ARR) and number needed to treat (NNT) to avert hospitalisations 
varied across studies and treatment classes (Appendix Table 2). In general, except for the 
repurposed drugs the absolute risk difference approximated 3% if one excludes the molnupiravir-
Panoramic Study from SMA. The CCP RCTs had an ARR of 3.2% (95%CI-0.9-5.6), mAbs 
RCTs had an ARR of 4.0% (95%CI-3.2-4.8), small molecule antivirals excluding molnupiravir-
Panoramic had ARR of 2.1% (95%CI-1.3-2.9) and the repurposed drugs had a smaller ARR at 
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1.1% (95%CI-0.5-1.6). The number needed to treat to prevent hospitalisations approximated 30 
in the trials, with a few notably low with CCP-Argentina (NNT=7) Nirmatrelvir/ritonavir 
(NNT=18), except those using repurposed drugs, where NNT averaged 70 (Appendix Table 2). 
In the pooled meta-analysis by class group, the CCP RCTs had a fixed effect OR of 0.69 (95% 
CI=0.53 to 0.9) with moderate heterogeneity (I2=43%), the mAbs had a fixed effect OR of 0.31 
(95% CI=0.24-0.40) with low heterogeneity (I2=0%), the small molecule antivirals had a random 
effect OR of 0.78 (95% CI=0.48-1.33) with high heterogeneity (I2=69%) and the repurposed 
drugs had a random effect OR of 0.82 (95% CI- 0.72-0.93) with low heterogeneity (I2=0) (Figure 
4, Appendix Table 2). A biologic reason to use a fixed model for CCP and mAbs is that both 
formulations have the same active agent as specific antibody and thus there is a high degree of 
similarity in these two antibody interventions. Both antiviral small molecules and repurposed 
drugs comparison involve many types and classes of drugs for which the random effect model 
for the group is biologically more plausible than treating them as fixed. The meta-analysis of all 
interventions had a random effect OR of 0.67 (95% CI=0.57-0.80) with high heterogeneity 
(I2=52%) (Appendix Figure 2). Within the CCP RCTs excluding either CCP-Argentina for the 
nonhospital endpoint or CONV-ERT for methylene blue inactivation of antibody function only 
changed the OR by 0.05 with 95% CI remaining less than 1 for the fixed effect model (Appendix 
Figure 3A,B). Adding the 7 all-cause hospitalisations to CSSC-004, increased the OR by 0.02 
and 95% CI by 0.01, essentially no change (Appendix Figure 3C). 
Ten RCTs compared hospitalisation rates in early or late interventions (dated from symptom 
onset) that were extractable from the published papers or supplementary data as a post-hoc 
analysis (Figure 5). The small molecule drugs showed no significant reduction in the OR with 
segregation of early treatment from late treatment. In contrast, the antibody therapies showed a 
difference by treatment timing. Pooling the two classes of antibody treatment, the OR for early 
treatment was 0.65 (95%CI=0.49-0.85), while the OR for later treatment was 0.86 (95%CI=0.66-
1.12).     
All four trial classes showed reduced rates of hospitalisation for each group. The final certainty 
of the available evidence with GRADE assessment (Appendix Table 4) showed a high certainty 
level within CCP trials, moderate certainty with mAbs, and low certainty with small molecule 
antivirals and repurposed drugs. The main reason for downgrading individual and pooled studies 
was imprecision, related to small number of participants and the wide confidence intervals 
around the effect, followed by ROB (Appendix Figure 4). We did not find concerns in any of the 
GRADE factors for CCP RCTs so we graded them as high level of certainty. mAbs were 
downgraded to moderate certainty due to ROB (in 4 of the 8 included RCTs, ROB for the 
outcome hospitalisation was judged of some concern). In the cumulative analysis, small 
molecule antivirals were downgraded to low certainty of evidence because of ROB (some/high 
ROB in 4 RCTs) and inconsistency (due to high heterogeneity), while repurposed drugs were 
downgraded to low certainty due to ROB (some/high ROB in 5 of the 11 comparisons) and 
indirectness (due to large difference in mechanism of action of the included drugs). The ROB 
was independently evaluated by the COVID-19-Network Meta-Analysis (NMA) initiative for 
most of the RCTs (Appendix Figure 4 and full output ROB in Supplementary Information). 
Funnel plot analysis shows a low risk of publication bias except for the mAbs, for which either 
the efficacy of high dose antibodies or non-reporting bias are plausible explanations (Appendix 
Figure 5). 
While several RCTs showed fewer deaths in the treatment arm, no outpatient study was powered 
to compare differences in mortality. Because of the low rate of deaths during trials the absolute 
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risk reductions amongst the 4 antiviral classes are all below 1% corresponding to relative risk 
reductions of 20%, 81%, 87% and 22% for CCP, mAbs, small molecule antivirals or repurposed 
drugs, respectively (Appendix Table 4). 
 
TIME TO RESOLUTION 
The two most effective CCP RCTs (Argentine10 and CSSC-0049) did not compare time to 
symptom resolution, while the COV-Early23 and ConV-ert24 RCTs reported no difference in the 
median time of symptom resolution in the two groups24 (Appendix Table 2). The mAbs noted 
faster resolution by 1, 2, 3, 4 or 5 days for bamlanivimab/etesevimab25, bebtelovimab17, 
regdanvimab26, casirivimab/imdevimab2, or redanvimab27 respectively. The smaller 
bamlanivimab-only RCT did not show a difference1. Of the three SMAs that noted reductions in 
hospitalisations, molnupiravir was associated with no difference in time of symptom resolution 
in MOVe-OUT7 but improvements in both PANORAMIC25 and Aurobindo27 RCTs. The 3-day 
outpatient remdesivir RCT showed that symptoms were alleviated by day 14 nearly twice as 
often15. The nirmatrelvir/ritonavir RCT did not report on this parameter5. Seven of 10 RCTs in 
the antiviral group did not show faster symptom resolution with intervention. The three RCTs 
largely performed in Brazil for fluvoxamine, ivermectin19 and hydroxychloroquine18 noted no 
differences in symptom resolution. Metformin did not evidence faster symptom resolution 
despite reducing hospitalisations. Three of the 25 RCTs reporting symptom resolution in the 
repurposed drug group noted faster symptom resolution. 
 
COSTS 
 mAbs and intravenous remdesivir schedules cost about 1000 to 2000 Euros per patient, 
respectively, while the oral drugs are much less than 1000 Euros per patient (Table 1). By 
comparison, the cost of CCP approximates 200 Euros per patient, and the cost for repurposed 
drugs is even lower. Considering the absolute risk reduction in hospitalisation, the number 
needed to treat to prevent a single hospitalisation is often very high, as are the associated costs. 
With the recently patented antivirals, costs for outpatient treatment often exceed the cost of a 
COVID-19 hospitalisation28.  
mAbs successively lost efficacy against Delta and Omicron, with cilgavimab (the only Omicron-
active ingredient in Evusheld™) and bebtelovimab also failing against BQ.1.1 and XBB.* 
sublineages (Figure 6). This has led the FDA to withdraw EUAs, while EMA has not restricted 
usage at all. Small molecule antivirals retain in vitro efficacy against Omicron, but concerns 
remain: molnupiravir showed low efficacy in vivo6 and is mutagenic for mammals in vitro29, 
while nirmatrelvir/ritonavir has drug/drug interaction contraindications (CYP3 metabolites 
especially tacrolimus, anti-cholesterol, anti-migraine or many anti-depressants) and has been 
associated with early virological and clinical rebounds in immunocompetent patients30. CCP 
from unvaccinated donors does not inhibit Omicron, but CCP from donors having any sequence 
of vaccination and recent, within 6 months, COVID-19 or having had boosted mRNA vaccine 
doses universally has high Omicron-neutralizing activity.  
 
DISCUSSION 
The pharmaceutical industry – with well-established internal resources for trials and substantial 
economic support – was able to perform large outpatient trials of mAbs early in the pandemic. 
Inpatient services are generally more accessible to physician-scientists working in academic 
medical centers. The relative ease of conducting inpatient RCTs may have led most initial CCP, 
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small molecule antiviral and repurposed trials – which were conducted principally by academic 
institutions - to be based in hospitals, often in patients treated too late for antiviral treatment to be 
expected to work, given that antiviral therapy must be given early in disease. The constrained 
resources available for clinical research by academic medicine during pandemic conditions 
further interfered with trial work, and several potentially valuable RCT’s with promising 
findings were terminated before they could provide definitive data. The findings of such trials 
are reported as null but often viewed as negative, notwithstanding trends towards effectiveness, 
and are rarely incorporated into clinical recommendations. 
Consistent with the above, outpatient RCT data confirm that most antiviral/antimicrobial 
therapies are more effective when given before hospital admission. In examining the full 
assembly of these effective, yet molecularly disparate interventions, we note the consistent 
importance of early outpatient treatment for patients at risk of progression to hospitalisation31. 
Treatment within 5 days of illness onset was more effective than later treatment, as would be 
expected for an antiviral mechanism of action. An individual participant meta-analysis of CCP 
that investigated the effects of early compared to late treatment and of high compared to low 
dose antibody levels found that both early treatment and high levels of antibody combined to 
most effectively reduce risk of hospitalisations32. 
The paucity of head-to-head RCT comparisons amongst outpatient COVID-19 therapies, 
however, makes the choice of therapy difficult. The outpatient RCTs reviewed here were 
conducted during different time-periods during the pandemic, thus targeting different variants, 
and enrolled participants with different vaccination statuses. Further heterogeneity was 
contributed by variation across the 54 RCTs, in participant age, medical risk factors and 
serological status These limitations need to be considered in our head-to-head meta-analysis of 
COVID-19 outpatient placebo controlled RCTs. 
The choice, however, has been narrowed in recent months, and the clinical armamentarium has 
been reduced to small molecule antivirals, repurposed drugs and CCP, because single and double 
(“cocktail”) MAbs have lost effectiveness against new VOCs33. Both vaccine-elicited and 
disease-elicited antibodies are polyclonal, meaning that they include various isotypes that 
provide functional diversity and target numerous epitopes making variant escape much more 
difficult with CCP. Hence, polyclonal antibody preparations are much more resilient to the 
relentless evolution of variants. This is in marked contrast to mAbs, which target single epitopes 
of SARS-CoV-2. The exquisite mAb (and receptor binding domain) specificity renders mAbs 
susceptible to becoming ineffective with single amino acid changes. Plasma from individuals 
who have been both vaccinated and boosted is characterized by high amounts of neutralizing 
antibodies which can be effective against practically any existing VOC, including Omicron34 (so-
called “heterologous immunity”, likely due to the well-known phenomenon of “epitope 
spreading”). Vaccine-boosted CCP has more than ten times the amount of total SARS-CoV-2 
specific antibody and viral neutralizing activity compared to the pre-omicron CCP used in the 
effective outpatient CCP RCTs.  
In addition to efficacy, other points to consider in an outpatient pandemic are tolerability, 
scalability and affordability. Repurposed drugs are generally well tolerated, widely available and 
relatively inexpensive, but, as we have shown, have limited efficacy. By contrast, small molecule 
antivirals are often plagued by contraindications and side effects, which make several classes of 
patients reliant on passive immunotherapies. Both small molecule antivirals and mAbs take time 
to develop and are unaffordable in low-and-middle income countries (LMIC). CCP is instead a 
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tolerable, scalable, and affordable treatment and is usually provided in a single IV session, in 
contrast to Remdesivir, which requires a three-day intravenous course.  
On Dec. 28, 2021 the FDA expanded the authorized emergency use of convalescent plasma with 
high titers of anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies “for the treatment of COVID-19 in patients with 
immunosuppressive disease or receiving immunosuppressive treatment, in either the outpatient 
or inpatient setting.” This EUA noted that CCP was safe and effective in immunocompetent 
individuals and allowed under the emergency measure of the pandemic, but expanded its use in 
immunosuppressed individuals to outpatient use, notwithstanding the availability of oral drugs 
and (at that time) two remaining effective mAb treatments for the new omicron variants of 
concerns  
The published mAbs RCTs assembled here showed better efficacy than other outpatient 
interventions, yet are now clinically ineffective against BQ.1.* and XBB.* Omicron variants. 
CCP and small molecule antivirals have comparable levels of effectiveness, but the latter have 
many contraindications and side effects. Repurposed drugs are either ineffective or mildly 
effective. That leaves CCP, which is especially important in the immunosuppressed but, as the 
trials show, early treatment with high levels of antibody, has value in other populations as well. 
Our clinical recommendation from this review is to use CCP on an out-patient basis in regions 
with no other therapy available regardless of vaccination status for those at high risk of 
progression to hospitalisation. 
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Figure 1 
PRISMA flowchart for randomized controlled trials (RCT) selection in this systematic review. 
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Figure 2 
Duration and calendar months of the RCT in context of dominant variant(s) of concern and 
seropositivity rates. Study start and end for enrollments are charted with approximate time 
periods for variants of concern. 
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mAb Bamlanivimab-BLAZE-1 3 1 2 3 NR
mAb Sotrovimab-COMET-ICE 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 NR
mAb Bamlanivimab/etesevimab-BLAZE-1 3 1 2 3 NR
mAb Casirivimab/imdevimab-REGEN-COV Ph 3 4 1 2 3 4 23%
mAb Casirivimab/imdevimab-REGEN-COV Ph 1/2 3 1 2 3 38%
mAb Bebtelovimab-BLAZE-4 3 1 2 3 11%
mAb Regdanvimab-CT-P59 2 1 2 3%
mAb Regdanvimab-CT-P59-2 3 1 2 3 11%
mAb Tixagevimab–cilgavimab-TACKLE 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 14%
SMA Molnupiravir-MOVe-OUT 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 23%
SMA Molnupiravir-PANORAMIC 5 1 2 3 4 5 98%
SMA Molnupiravir-Aurobindo 2 1 2 NR
SMA Nirmatrelvir/ritonavir-EPIC-HR 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 11%
SMA Remdesivir-PINETREE 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 3%
SMA Interferon Lambda-TOGETHER 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 NR
SMA Interferon Lambda- ILIAD 4 1 2 3 4 10%
SMA Interferon Lambda-COVID-Lambda 2 1 2 41%
SMA Sofosbuvir & daclatasvir-SOVODAK 1 1 NR
SMA Favipiravir-Avi-Mild-19 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 NR
SMA Favipiravir-Iran 4 1 2 3 4 NR
SMA Favipiravir-FLARE 13 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 62%
SMA Favipiravir/Lopinavir/Ritonavir-FLARE 13 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 64%
SMA Lopinavir/Ritonavir-FLARE 13 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 62%
SMA Lopinavir/ritonavir-TREAT NOW 18 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 21%
SMA Lopinavir/ritonavir-TOGETHER 4 1 2 3 4 NR
SMA Tenofovir/Emtricitabine-AR0-CORONA 4 1 2 3 4 NR
RP Metformin-COVID-OUT 13 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 52% FV
RP Metformin -TOGETHER 3 1 2 3 NR
RP Fluvoxamine-TOGETHER 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 NR
RP Fluvoxamine -STOP COVID 4 1 2 3 4 NR
RP Fluvoxamine-COVID-OUT 13 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 56% FV
RP Fluvoxamine-ACTIV-6 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 67%
RP Fluvoxamine/budesonide-TOGETHER 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 94%
RP Ivermectin-TOGETHER 5 1 2 3 4 5 NR
RP Ivermectin-COVID-OUT 13 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 56% FV
RP Ivermectin Iran 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 NR
RP Ivermectin-ACTIV-6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 47%
RP Ivermectin high dose-ACTIV-6 5 1 2 3 4 5 84% FV
RP Hydroxychloroquine-TOGETHER 4 1 2 3 4 NR
RP Hydroxychloroquine-COVID-19 PEP 2 1 2 NR
RP Hydroxychloroquine -AH COVID-19 1 1 NR
RP Hydroxychloroquine-BCN PEP-CoV-2 2 1 2 NR
RP Hydroxychloroquine-BMG 3 1 2 3 NR
RP Hydroxychloroquine-Utah 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 NR
RP Hydroxychloroquine/Azithromycin-Brazil 1 1 NR
RP Nitazoxanide-Romark 5 1 2 3 4 5 10%
RP Colchicine-COLCORONA 9 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 NR
RP Losartan-MN 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 NR
RP Niclosamide 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 NR
RP Aspirin-ACTIV-4B 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 NR
RP 2.5-mg apixaban-ACTIV-4B 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 NR
RP 5-mg apixaban ACTIV-4B 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 NR
RP Sulodexide 2 1 2 NR
RP Enoxaparin-ETHIC 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 NR
RP Enoxaparin-OVID 17 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 NR
RP Inhaled Ciclesonide-COVIS 5 1 2 3 4 5 NR
RP Inhaled ciclesonide-COVERAGE 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 NR
RP Zinc 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 NR
RP Ascorbic acid 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 NR
RP Zinc/Ascorbic acid 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 NR
RP Homeopathy-COVID-Simile 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 NR
RP Saliravira 3 1 2 3 NR
RP Azithromycin-Atomic2 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 NR
RP Azithromycin-ACTION 9 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 NR
RP Resveratrol 3 1 2 3 NR
Variant 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G 614G
Variant Alpha a a a a a a
Variant Beta b b b b
Variant Delta d d d d d d d
Variant Omicron o o o o o o o o
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Figure 3 
 
Percent hospitalisations in control groups sorted by therapy type and descending control 
hospitalisation rates. 
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Figure 4 
Odds ratio for hospitalisations with diverse therapeutic interventions, grouped according to 
mechanism of action (CCP, mAbs, small molecule antivirals and repurposed drugs). 
CCP- Fixed and random effect model 

 
 mAbs- Fixed and random effect model 

 
Small Molecule antivirals- Random effect model 
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Repurposed Drugs-Fixed effect model 
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Figure 5 
Odds ratio for point estimates for hospitalisation in RCT subgroups treated A) within 5 days 
since onset of symptoms and also B) over 5 days within same trial. 
A) Early treatment-Fixed and random effect model 
 

 
 
B Late treatment-Fixed and random effect model 
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Figure 6 
Venn diagram of mAb efficacy against Omicron sublineages. In vitro activity of currently 
approved mAbs against Omicron sublineages circulating as of October 2022. Specific Omicron 
Spike amino acid mutations causing baseline ≥ 4-fold-reduction in neutralization against mAbs 
are reported. Mutations for which the majority of studies are concordant are reported: the 
different fold-reductions for each mAb are identified across concordant studies as color coded 
numbers defining the mean median values of specific reduction in each study. Sourced from 
https://covdb.stanford.edu/page/susceptibility-data (accessed on January31, 2023 
* L452R occurs in all BA.4/BA.5 lineages, but only in several BA.2. sublineages.  
! R346X and K444X occur in a growing number of BA.2 and BA.4/5 sublineages as a result of 
convergent evolution. 
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Table 1 
Hospital rates, risk reductions, NNT, numbers and  symptom resolution 

Study 

Control 
hospital
izations 
% 

 
hospitali
zations 
% in 
intervent
ion arm 

ARR 
percent 
(95% CI) 

RRR percent 
(95% CI) 

NNT to 
prevent 1 
hospitali
zation 

Hospitaliza
tion (n) in 
control arm  

total pts 
in control 
arm (n) 

Hospitaliza
tion (n) in 
interventio
n arm 

Total pts 
(n) in 
intervent
ion arm 

Symptom resolution: 
median duration- 
Intervention to 
control in days 

CCP (5 RCT) % or 
totals 

12 8.8 
3.2 (0.9, 
5.6) 

26.8 (8.1, 
41.7) 

31 158 1315 116 1319 
 

anti-Spike mAbs (8 
RCT) % or totals 

5.9 1.9 
4.0 (3.2, 
4.8) 

67.8 (59.1, 
74.7) 

25 242 4102 88 4634 
 

Small molecule 
antiviral (11 RCTs) 
total or average 

1.8 1.3 
0.5 (0.3, 
0.8) 

29.1 (15.9, 
40.2) 

187 314 17079 222 17025 
 

Small molecule 
antiviral (10 RCTs -
w/o Mol-Pan.) total 
or average 

4.7 2.6 
2.1 (1.3, 
2.9) 

44.4 (30.7, 
55.3) 

48 

218 4595 119 4509  
Repurposed drugs 
(20 RCTs) total or 
average 

5.3 4.2 
1.1 (0.5, 
1.6) 

20.1 (10.1, 
28.9) 

94 590 11121 483 11391 
 

All (47 RCTs) total 
or average 

3.9 2.6 
1.2 (1.0, 
1.5) 

31.8 (25.9, 
37.3) 

81 1304 33617 909 34369 
 

CCP-CONV-ert24  11.2 11.7 
-0.5 (-
7.0, 5.9)  

-4.8 (-83.9, 
40.3) -188 21 188 22 188 

NO difference 12 d 
vs 12 d  

CCP-COV-Early35 9.3 5.9 
3.4 (-1.8, 
8.5) 

36.2 (-27.9, 
68.2) 29 19 204 12 202 

NO difference 13 d 
vs 12 d  

CCP-C3PO36 22.0 20.2 
1.8 (-5.3, 
8.9) 

8.2 (-28.3, 
34.4) 55 56 254 52 257 NO difference 

CCP-Argentina10 31.3 16.3 
15.0 (2.0, 
28.0) 

48.0 (5.8, 
71.3) 7 25 80 13 80 Not reported 

CCP-CSSC-0049 6.3 2.9 
3.4 (1.0, 
5.8) 

54.3 (19.7, 
74.0) 29 37 589 17 592 Not reported 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 26, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.24.22275478doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.24.22275478
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


24 
 
 

CCP-Argentina 
(high titer)10  31.3 8.3 

22.9 (9.3, 
36.5) 

73.3 (17.4, 
91.4) 4 25 80 3 36 Not reported 

CCP-CSSC-004 (<= 
5 days) 9 

9.7 1.9 
7.7 (3.7, 
11.7) 

79.9 (48.4, 
92.2) 13 25 259 5 257 Not reported 

Bamlanivimab-
BLAZE-11 6.3 1.6 

4.7 (0.5, 
8.9) 

74.3 (24.7, 
91.2) 21 9 143 5 309 

NO difference 11 d 
to 11 d 

Sotrovimab-
COMET-ICE37 5.7 1.1 

4.5 (2.4, 
6.7) 

80.0 (52.3, 
91.6) 22 30 529 6 528 Not reported 

Bamlanivimab/etese
vimab-BLAZE-125 7.0 2.1 

4.8 (2.3, 
7.4) 

69.5 (40.8, 
84.3) 21 36 517 11 518 

YES- 8d vs 9d 
p=0.007 

Casirivimab/imdevi
mab-REGEN-COV 
Ph 32 4.6 1.3 

3.3 (2.0, 
4.6) 

71.3 (51.7, 
82.9) 30 62 1341 18 1355 

YES- 10 d vs 14 
p=0.0001 

Casirivimab/imdevi
mab-REGEN-COV 
Ph 1/238 1.9 0.6 

1.3 (-0.4, 
3.1) 

70.1 (-24.4, 
92.8) 76 5 266 3 533 Not reported 

Bebtelovimab-
BLAZE-417 1.6 1.6 

-0.04 (-
3.1, 3.0) 

-2.4 (-615.7, 
85.4) -2667 2 128 2 125 

YES- 6d to 8d 
p=0.003 

Regdanvimab-CT-
P5926 8.7 4.4 

4.2 (-1.9, 
10.3) 

48.8 (-25.2, 
79.0) 23 9 104 9 203 

YES 6 d vs 9 d 
p=0.01 

Regdanvimab-CT-
P59-227 
 7.9 2.4 

 5.4 (3.1, 
7.8) 

 69.1 (46.4, 
82.2) 18 52 659 16 656 8 d to 13 d 

Tixagevimab–
cilgavimab-
TACKLE39 8.9 4.4 

4.5 (1.1, 
7.9) 

50.4 (14.3, 
71.3) 22 37 415 18 407 Not reported 

Molnupiravir-
MOVe-OUT6 9.7 6.8 

3.0 (0.1, 
5.8) 

30.4 (0.8, 
51.2) 34 68 699 48 709 NO difference  

Molnupiravir-
PANORAMIC40 0.8 0.8 

-0.1 (-
0.3, 0.2) 

-7.0 (-41.2, 
18.9) -1853 96 12484 103 12516 YES 9 d vs 15 d 

Molnupiravir-
Aurobindo41 0.0 0.0 NC NC 0 0 610 0 610 

Yes 10 d vs 14 d 
p<0.001 

Nirmatrelvir/ritonav
ir-EPIC-HR5 6.3 0.8 

5.5 (4.0, 
7.1) 

87.8 (74.7, 
94.1) 18 66 1046 8 1039 Not reported 
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Remdesivir-
PINETREE15 5.3 0.7 

4.6 (1.8, 
7.4) 

86.5 (41.4, 
96.9) 22 15 283 2 279 

YES- Alleviation of 
symptoms by day 14 
(rate ratio, 1.92; 95% 
CI, 1.26 to 2.94) 

Interferon Lambda-
TOGETHER42 3.9 2.3 

1.7 (0.1, 
3.2) 

42.6 (3.4, 
65.9) 60 40 1018 21 931   

Interferon Lambda- 
ILIAD43 3.3 3.3 

0 (-9.1, 
9.1) 

0 (-1426, 
93.4)   

1 
30 1 30 

No difference  

Interferon Lambda-
COVID-Lambda44 3.3 3.3 

0 (-6.4, 
6.4) 

0 (-586.9, 
85.4)   2 60 2 60 

NO difference 20 d 
vs 20 d  

Sofosbuvir and 
daclatasvir-
SOVODAK45 14.3 3.7 

10.6 (-
4.2, 25.4) 

74.1 (-117, 
96.9) 9 4 28 1 27 

NO difference in 7 d 
symptoms  

Favipavir-Avi-
Mild-1946 1.7 5.4 

-3.7 (-
8.4, 1.1) 

-219 (-1447, 
34.3) -27 2 119 6 112 

NO difference 7d vs 
7d  

Favipiravir-Iran47 5.1 10.5 
-5.4 (-
17.4, 6.6) 

-105.3 (-
955.6, 60.1) -19 2 39 4 38   

Favipiravir-
FLARE48 0.0 1.7 

-1.7 (-
5.0, 1.6) 

NA 
-59 0 60 1 59   

Favipiravir/Lopinav
ir/Ritonavir-
FLARE48 0.0 1.6 

-1.6 (-
4.8, 1.5) 

NA 
-61 0 60 1 61   

Lopinavir/Ritonavir
-FLARE48 0.0 1.7 

-1.7 (-
5.0, 1.6) 

NA 
-60 0 60 1 60   

Lopinavir/ritonavir-
TREAT NOW49 2.7 3.2 

-0.5 (-
3.7, 2.6) 

-19.8 (-251, 
59.1) -190 6 226 7 220 6 d  to 6 d 

Lopinavir/ritonavir-
TOGETHER18 4.8 5.7 

-0.9 (-
4.9, 3.1) 

-18.4 (-155.4, 
45.1) -112 11 227 14 244 

NO difference by 
Cox proportional HR 

Tenofovir Disproxil 
Fumarate Plus 
Emtricitabine-AR0-
CORONA50 
 3.3 6.7 

 -3.3 (-
14.3, 7.7) 

 -100 (-
1989.8, 80.9) -30 1 30 2 30   

Metformin-COVID-
OUT16 3.2 1.3 

1.8 (0.1, 
3.5) 

57.5 (3.8, 
81.3) 55 19 601 8 596 NO difference 
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Metformin -
TOGETHER51 
 11.8 11.2 

0.7 (-5.5, 
6.8) 

5.6 (-60.8, 
44.6) 152 24 203 24 215 not reported 

Fluvoxamine-
TOGETHER21 12.8 10.1 

2.7 (-0.5, 
5.9) 

21.1 (-4.8, 
40.6) 37 97 756 75 741 

NO difference- 40% 
resolved by day 14 

Fluvoxamine-STOP 
COVID52 8.3 0.0 

8.3 (1.9, 
14.7) 1 (1, 1) 12 6 72 0 80 

YES (100% vs 
91.7% resolved on 
day 7) p=0.009 

Fluvoxamine-
COVID-OUT16 1.7 2.0 

-0.3 (-
2.5, 1.9) 

-17.6 (-281, 
63.7) -333 5 293 6 299 

No difference (14 
symptoms on 4 pt 
scale over 14 days) 

Fluvoxamine 
ACTIV-653 0.3 0.1 

0.18 (-
0.4, 0.7) 

54.7 (-398.3, 
95.9) 555 2 607 1 670 12 d to 13 d 

Fluvoxamine/budes
onide-
TOGETHER54 1.1 0.9 

0.1 (-0.9, 
1.1) 

12.5 (-140.1, 
68.1) 

738 8 738 7 738 not reported 
Ivermectin-
TOGETHER55 14.0 11.6 

2.4 (-1.2, 
5.9) 

16.8 (-9.9, 
37.1) 42 95 679 79 679 

NO difference- 40% 
resolved by day 14 

Ivermectin-COVID-
OUT16 1.4 1.1 

0.3 (-1.3, 
1.9) 

23.9 (-181, 
79.4) 299 5 356 4 374 

No difference (14 
symptoms on 4 pt 
scale over 14 days 

Ivermectin Iran56 5.0 7.1 
-2.1 (-
6.1, 1.9) 

-42.3 (-178, 
27.2) -47 14 281 19 268 NO difference 

Ivermectin-ACTIV-
657 1.2 1.2 

-0.1 (-
1.1, 1.0) 

-5.3 (-158, 
57.0) -1634 9 774 10 817 

No difference (12d 
vs 13 d) 

Ivermectin  high 
dose-ACTIV-658 
 0.3 0.8 

-0.5 (-
1.4, 0.4) 

-150.1 (-1188, 
51.1) -200 2 604 5 602 

11 d vs 11 d no 
difference 

Hydroxychloroquin
e-TOGETHER18 4.8 3.7 

1.1 (-2.7, 
4.9) 

22.9 (-88.1, 
68.4) 90 11 227 8 214 

NO difference by 
Cox proportional HR 

Hydroxychloroquin
e-COVID-19 PEP59 4.7 2.4 

2.4 (-1.1, 
5.9) 

50.2 (-43.1, 
82.7) 42 10 211 5 212 

NO Difference in 
symptom severity 
score over 14 days 

Hydroxychloroquin
e -AH COVID-1960 0.0 3.6 

-3.6 (-
7.1, -0.1) NA -28 0 37 4 111 

NO difference 14 d 
vs 12 d  
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Hydroxychloroquin
e-BCN PEP-CoV-
261 7.0 5.9 

1.1 (-4.5, 
6.7) 

16.0 (-103, 
65.2) 89 11 157 8 136 

NO difference 10 d 
vs 12 d  

Hydroxychloroquin
e-BMG62 4.8 3.4 

1.4 (-4.0, 
6.9) 

29.9 (-154, 
80.6) 69 4 83 5 148 

NO difference 11 d 
vs 12 d  

Hydroxychloroquin
e-Utah63 2.6 4.6 

-2.0 (-
6.2, 2.2) 

-73.8 (-481.6, 
48.0) -51 4 151 7 152 6 d to 6 d 

Hydroxychloroquin
e/Azithromycin-
Brazil64 2.4 2.4 

0 (-6.5, 
6.5) 

0 (-1447, 
93.5) 

100 1 42 1 42  

Nitazoxanide-
Romark22 2.6 0.5 

2.0 (-0.4, 
4.5) 

78.8 (-79.7, 
97.5) 49 5 195 1 184 

Yes mild illness (13 
d vs 18 d , p=0.01), 
NO difference for 
moderate illness 

Colchicine-
COLCORONA20 5.8 4.7 

1.2 (-0.1, 
2.5) 

20.0 (-2.8, 
37.7) 86 131 2253 104 2235 Not reported 

Losartan-MN65 
 1.7 5.2 

-3.5 (-
10.1, 3.1) 

-205 (-2749, 
67.3) -29 1 59 3 58  

Niclosamide66 2.9 0.0 
2.9 (-2.7, 
8.6) 1 (1, 1) 34 1 34 0 33 

NO difference 12 d 
vs 15 d  

Aspirin-ACTIV-
4B67 0.7 0.7 

0.04 (-
1.9, 2.0) 

5.6 (-1395, 
94) 2448 1 136 1 144 Not reported 

2.5-mg apixaban-
ACTIV-4B67 0.7 0.7 

-0.01 (-
2.0, 2.0) 

-0.7 (-1494, 
93.6) -18360 1 136 1 135 Not reported 

5-mg apixaban 
ACTIV-4B67 0.7 1.4 

-0.7 (-
3.1, 1.7) 

-90.2 (-1974, 
82.6) -151 1 136 2 143 Not reported 

Sulodexide68 29.4 17.7 
11.7 (1.1, 
22.3) 

39.7 (3.5, 
62.3) 9 35 119 22 124 Not reported 

Enoxaparin-
ETHIC69 10.5 11.4 

-0.9 (-
9.2, 7.4) 

-8.6 (-131, 
49.0) -111 12 114 12 105 Not reported 

Enoxaparin-OVID70 3.4 3.4 
-0.1 (-
3.3, 3.2) 

-1.7 (-166, 
61.2) -1740 8 238 8 234 Not reported 

Inhaled Ciclesonide-
COVIS71 
 3.4 1.7 

1.8 (-1.4, 
4.9) 

51.4 (-85.2, 
87.2) 56 7 203 3 179 19 d to 19 d 
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Inhaled ciclesonide-
COVERAGE72 11.2 12.7 

-1.5 (-
10.1, 7.1) 

-13.5 (-134, 
45.0) -66 12 107 14 110 

NO difference 13 d 
vs 12 d  

Zinc73 6.0 8.6 
-2.6 (-
12.4, 7.2) 

-43.7 (-471.4, 
63.9) -38 3 50 5 58 11 dto 10 d 

Ascorbic acid73 6.0 4.2 
1.8 (-6.8, 
10.5) 

30.6 (-297.6, 
87.9) 55 3 50 2 48 12 d to 10 d 

Zinc/Ascorbic acid73 6.0 12.1 
-6.1 (-
16.7, 4.6) 

-101.1 (-637, 
45.1) -16 3 50 7 58 10 d too 10 d 

Homeopathy-
COVID-Simile74 6.8 2.4 

4.4 (-4.3, 
13.2) 

65.1 (-222.6, 
96.2) 23 3 44 1 42  

Saliravira75 28.6 0.0 

28.6 
(16.7, 
40.4) 1 (1, 1) 4 16 56 0 87 

YES 9d vs 14 d 
p<0.05 

Azithromycin-
Atomic276 11.6 10.3 

1.2 (-5.9, 
8.4) 

10.5 (-72.3, 
53.6) 82 17 147 15 145 Not reported 

Azithromycin-
ACTION28 0.0 4.0 

-4.0 (-
7.4, -0.6) NA -25 0 72 5 125 

No difference 
resolution day 14 

Resveratrol77 6.0 2.0 
4.0 (-3.6, 
11.6) 

66.7 (-210, 
96.4) 25 3 50 1 50 Not reported 

 
 
Table 2 
Summary of historical efficacy of different therapeutics against SARS-CoV-2 VOCs. White = drug not available at that time; green = 
effective; orange = partially effective; red= not effective. Restriction reported refer to initial restrictions by FDA. NNT: number 
needed to treat. 
 

 approximate 
cost per 
patient  

average NNT 
(sourced from 
Table 2) 

cost to prevent a 
single 
hospitalisation (€) 

efficacy 
against 
VOC Alpha 

efficacy 
against 
VOC 
Delta 

efficacy 
against 
VOC BA.1 

efficacy 
against 
VOC 
BA.2 

efficacy 
against 
BA.4/5 

efficacy 
against 
BQ.1.1 

bamlanivimab+etesesevimab 2000 21 42,000  restricted 
04/2021 

    

casirivimab+imdevimab 2000 30 60,000   restricted 
01/2022 
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sotrovimab 1000 22 22,000    restricted 
03/2022 

  

tixagevimab+cilgavimab 1000 22 22,000      restricted 
10/22 

regdanvimab 300 23 6,900       

bebtelovimab 2000 Not 
calculated 

(low-risk pts) 

Not calculated 
(low-risk pts) 

      

nirmatrelvir  635 (5 days) 18 11,435       

molnupiravir 635 (5 days)) 34 21,590       

remdesivir  1600 (3 
days) 

22 (MOVE-
Out) 

35,200       

CCP 200 (600-ml) 
 

31 6,200       

Vax-CCP       
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Description of trial participants  
The median age of participants was about 50 years. The CCP group had a nonweighted trial 
average of median age equal to 58 years, while the anti-Spike mAbs, small molecule antivirals and 
repurposed drug groups younger average of median age was equal to 45 to 48 years.  Most RCTs 
had more women than men, and 84% of all RCT 60,043 participants had Caucasian ethnicity 
(Table 1, Appendix Table 2).  
 
The individual RCTs differed in the percentage of participants with risk factors for progression to 
severe COVID-19. Of the 37 RCTs reporting aggregated hospitalization risk factors, ten had 100% 
of participants with at least one hospitalization risk factor, while 5 had fewer than 50%. The 
bebtelovimab placebo-controlled RCT explicitly focused exclusively on low-risk individuals 1. 
Individual risk factors such as diabetes mellitus occurred in 10 to 20% of participants in most 
RCTs. Obesity with BMI over 29 averaged near 40% of RCT participants in the 4 therapy groups 
after excluding the large single 25,000 molnupiravir-PANORAMIC RCT with 15% of participants 
with BMI’s over 30 (Table 1) 25.  
 
 
Of 18 RCTs reporting seropositivity rates at baseline, 11 had < 25% screening seropositive (Table 
1, Figure 2). The molnupiravir-PANORAMIC RCT was an outlier, with 98% participant 
seropositives25. All but one2 of the RCTs enrolled within 8 days (median) of symptom onset. In 
RCTs of anti-Spike mAbs and small molecule antivirals, median time from illness onset to 
intervention was 3.5 to 4 days (Figure 3, Table 1, Appendix Table 2). CCP and repurposed antiviral 
drug RCTs enrolled within 4.5 to 5.1 days from symptom onset. 
 
The CCP RCTs were conducted in the USA3,4, Argentina5, Netherlands6 and Spain7 (Appendix 
Table 2). The anti-Spike mAb RCTs all had a USA component, but were largely centered in the 
Americas except for the sotrovimab RCT, which took place in Spain8. Many of the repurposed 
drugs and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir RCTs recruited worldwide9. 
 
Four of the five CCP RCTs (COV-Early6, CONV-ERT7, Argentina5 and C3PO4), and all eight 
anti-Spike mAb RCTs took place in the setting of the D614G variant and the Alpha VOC (Figure 
2). By contrast, most of the molnupiravir, nirmatrelvir/ritonavir9 and interferon lambda RCTs were 
conducted in the setting of the Delta VOC. The ivermectin10 and fluvoxamine11 RCTs ended as 
the Delta VOC wave began in August 2021. The remdesivir RCT spanned D614G, Alpha and Beta 
VOC but missed Delta12. The CSSC-004 RCT of CCP was the longest RCT reviewed, spanning 
periods characterized by D614G to Delta VOC infections3.  
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 3 

Appendix Figure 1 
Comparison of mean interval from symptom onset to enrollment/intervention as well as per 
protocol interval inclusion limit for all participants. 
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Appendix Figure 2: Odds ratio for hospitalizations from all interventions. 
Therapeutic interventions ordered according to mechanism of action (CCP, anti-Spike mAbs, 
small molecule antivirals and repurposed drugs 
 

Study

Random effects model
Heterogeneity: I2 = 52%, τ2 = 0.2038, p < 0.01
Test for overall effect: z = −4.57 (p < 0.01)
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Appendix Figure 3: Odds ratio for hospitalizations within CCP group  
A) All CCP trials excluding CCP-Argentina with a non hospital endpoint of severe respiratory 
distress or B) All CCP excluding CONV-ERT because of methylene blue inactivation of 
antibody function. C) all cause hospitalization for CSSC-004 to match all cause hospitalization 
for other CCP studies 
 
A) Fixed and random effect model 

 
 
B) Fixed and random effect model 

 
C) Fixed and random effect model 
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Appendix Figure 4: Risk of bias by RCT 

 
 

TYPE Study
Radomization 

process bias

Deviations from 

intended  

intervention bias

Missing 

outcome data 

bias

Mesaurement of 

the outcome bias

Selection of the 

reported results 

bias

Highest risk of 

bias ROB Source

Ab-CCP CCP-CONV-ert Low Low Low Low Low Low https://covid-nma.com/

Ab-CCP CCP-COV-early Low Low Low Low Low Low pending in NMA-COVID

Ab-CCP CCP-C3PO Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

Ab-CCP CCP-Argentina Low Low Low Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

Ab-CCP CCP-CSSC-004 Low Low Low Low Low Low https://covid-nma.com/

mAb Bamlanivimab-BLAZE-1 Low Low Low Low Low Low https://covid-nma.com/

mAb Sotrovimab-COMET-ICE Low Low Some concerns Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

mAb Bamlanivimab/etesevimab-BLAZE-1 Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

mAb Casirivimab/imdevimab-REGEN-COV Ph 3 Some concerns Low Some concerns Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

mAb

Casirivimab/imdevimab-REGEN-COV Ph 

1/2 Low Low Low Low Low Low https://covid-nma.com/

mAb Bebtelovimab-BLAZE-4 Low Low Low Low Low Low https://covid-nma.com/

mAb Regdanvimab-CT-P59 Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

mAb Regdanvimab-CT-P59-2 Low Some concerns Low Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

mAb Tixagevimab–cilgavimab-TACKLE Low Some concerns Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Molnupiravir-MOVe-OUT Low Low Low Low Low Low https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Molnupiravir-PANORAMIC Low Some concerns HIGH Some concerns Low HIGH https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Molnupiravir-Aurobindo Low Low Low Some concerns Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Nirmatrelvir/ritonavir-EPIC-HR Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Remdesivir-PINETREE Some concerns Low Low Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Interferon Lambda-TOGETHER Low Low Low Low Low Low

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

SMA Interferon Lambda- ILIAD Low Low Low Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Interferon Lambda-COVID Low Low Low Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Sofosbuvir & daclatasvir-SOVODAK

little evidence to 

score

little evidence to 

score

little evidence to 

score

little evidence to 

score

little evidence to 

score

little evidence to 

score https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Favipiravir-Avi-Mild-19 Low Low Low Some concerns Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Favipiravir-Iran Low Low Low Low Low Low

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

SMA Favipiravir-FLARE Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Favipiravir/Lopinavir/Ritonavir-FLARE Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Lopinavir/Ritonavir-FLARE Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Lopinavir/ritonavir-TREAT NOW Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

SMA Lopinavir/ritonavir-TOGETHER Low Low Some concerns Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

SMA Tenofovir/Emtricitabine-AR0-CORONA Low HIGH Low Unclear Low HIGH

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Metformin-COVID-OUT Low Low Unclear Low Low Low

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP metformin -TOGETHER 2 Low Low Low Low Low Low

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Fluvoxamine-TOGETHER Low Some concerns Low Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Fluvoxamine -STOP COVID Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Fluvoxamine-COVID-OUT Low Low Unclear Low Low Low

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Fluvoxamine-ACTIV-6 Low Low Unclear Low Low Unclear

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Fluvoxamine/budesonide-TOGETHER Low Low Unclear Low Low Unclear

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Ivermectin-TOGETHER Low Low Unclear Low Low Low

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Ivermectin-COVID-OUT Low Low Unclear Low Low Unclear

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Ivermectin Iran Low Low Low Unclear Low Unclear pending in NMA-COVID

RP Ivermectin-ACTIV-6 Low Low Low Low Low Unclear

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Ivermectin  high dose-ACTIV-6 Low Low Low Unclear Low Low

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Hydroxychloroquine-TOGETHER Low Low Some concerns Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Hydroxychloroquine-COVID-19 PEP Some concerns Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Hydroxychloroquine -AH COVID-19 Low Low Low Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Hydroxychloroquine-BCN PEP-CoV-2 Low Low Some concerns Some concerns Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Hydroxychloroquine-BMG Low Low Some concerns Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Hydroxychloroquine-Utah Some concerns Low High Low Some concerns High

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Hydroxychloroquine/Azithromycin-Brazil Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Nitazoxanide-Romark Low Low Some concerns Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Colchicine-COLCORONA Low Low Low Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Losartan-MN Low Low Low Low Low Low https://covid-nma.com/

RP Niclosamide Some concerns Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Aspirin-ACTIV-4B Low Some concerns Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP 2.5-mg apixaban-ACTIV-4B Low Some concerns Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP 5-mg apixaban ACTIV-4B Low Some concerns Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Sulodexide Some concerns Low Some concerns Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Enoxaparin-ETHIC Low HIGH Low Low Low HIGH pending in NMA-COVID

RP Enoxaparin-OVID Low HIGH Low HIGH Low HIGH pending in NMA-COVID

RP Inhaled Ciclesonide-COVIS Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Inhaled ciclesonide-COVERAGE Low Low Low Low Low Low https://covid-nma.com/

RP Zinc Low Low Some concerns Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Ascorbic acid Low Low Some concerns Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Zinc/Ascorbic acid Low Low Some concerns Low Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Homeopathy-COVID-Simile Low Low HIGH Low Low HIGH

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID

RP Saliravira Low HIGH HIGH Low Low HIGH pending in NMA-COVID

RP Azithromycin-Atomic2 Low Low Low Some concerns Some concerns Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Azithromycin-ACTION Low Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns https://covid-nma.com/

RP Resveratrol Low Low HIGH Unclear Low HIGH

RevMan pending in NMA-

COVID
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Appendix Figure 5: Funnel plots by RCTs class  
A) CCP, B) anti-Spike mAbs C) small molecule antivirals and D) repurposed drugs. For anti-
Spike mAbs RCTs, there is a suggestion of missing studies on the right side of the plot, where 
results would be unfavourable to the experimental intervention, for which either very high 
efficacy of high-dose anti-Spike mAbs or non-reporting bias is a plausible explanation. 
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Table 1a 
Demographic and clinical characteristics of recruits in the RCTs analyzed in this review. 
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mIT
T 

medi
an 
age 
(rang
e) 

total 
fema
le 
n(%
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COVID
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diabet
es 
n(%) 

hypertens
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median 
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baseline n(%) 
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type 

Endpo
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hosp 

CCP (5 RCTs) totals or 
averages 
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4 58  

1409 
(53) 

2213 
(84) 
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(10) 

862 
(33) 

2074 
(79) 

326 
(15) 606 (33) 

854 
(38) 4.5  73 (9)   

anti-Spike mAbs (8 RCTs) 
totals or averages 

742
1 47 

3944 
(53) 

6214 
(84) 

455 
(6) 

3113 
(42) 

6562 
(88) 

1067 
(14) 1249 (17) 

3197 
(43) 3.5 1087 (15)   

Small molecule antivirals 
(11 RCTs) totals or 
averages 

331
48 45.4 

1811
6 
(55) 

2872
6 
(87) 

399 
(1) 

2458 
(7) 

22400 
(68) 

3150 
(10) 6954 (21) 

6271 
(19) 4 

25710 (77) 
{710/8148=9%
w/o-Mol-Pan.)   

Repurposed drugs (27 
RCTs) totals or averages 

168
40 48 

9595 
(57) 

1475
2 
(89) 

815 
(5) 

4212 
(32) 

8669 
(88) 

2174 
(13) 4318 (27) 

6615 
(46) 5.1 2303 (51)   

CCP-CONV-ert7  376 56 
173 
(46) 0 0 

376 
(100) 278 (74) 

49 
(13) 

not 
reported 96 (26) 4.4 43 (11) 

All 
cause 28-30 

CCP-COV-Early13 406 58 
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(46) 

406 
(100
) 0 0 278 (68) 

not 
report
ed 

not 
reported 
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reporte
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5 (iqr4-
6) 30 (8) 

All 
cause 28-30 

CCP-C3PO4 511 54 
274 
(54) 

237 
(46) 

103 
(20) 

156 
(31) 

511 
(100) 

142 
(28) 216 (42) 

302 
(59) 4 not reported 

All 
cause 15 

CCP-Argentina5 160 

77 
(65-
90+) 

100 
(62) 0 0 

160 
(100) 131 (82) 

36 
(23) 114 (71) 12 (8) 3 not reported 

hypoxi
a resp 
rate 
def 28-30 

CCP-CSSC-0043 
118
1 

43 
(18-
85) 

675 
(57) 

934 
(79) 

163 
(14) 

170 
(14) 470 (40) 99 (8) 276 (23) 

444 
(38) 6 not reported 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 
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Bamlanivimab-BLAZE-114 452 

45 
(18-
86) 

249 
(55) 

389 
(86) 

29 
(6) 

198 
(44) 310 (69)   

not 
reported 

201 
(44) 4 not reported 

COVI
D-19 
related 
+ ED 
visit 28-30 

Sotrovimab-COMET-ICE8 
105
7 

53(17
-96) 

571 
(54) 

919 
(87) 

42 
(4) 

687 
(65) 

1055 
(99.9) 

233 
(23) 

not 
reported 

665 
(63) 3 not reported 

All 
cause 28-30 

Bamlanivimab/etesevimab-
BLAZE-115 

103
5 

54 
(12-
77+) 

538 
(52) 

896 
(87) 

83 
(8) 

304 
(29) 983 (95) 

285 
(28) 

not 
reported 

median 
34 bmi 4 not reported 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Casirivimab/imdevimab-
REGEN-COV Ph 316 

269
6 

50 
(iqr 
39-
50) 

1407 
(52) 

2297 
(85) 

143 
(5) 

935 
(35) 

2696 
(100) 

412 
(15) 993 (37) 

1559 
(58) 3 620 (23) 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Casirivimab/imdevimab-
REGEN-COV Ph 1/217 799 

42 
(iqr 
31-
52) 

423 
(53) 

681 
(85) 

74 
(9) 

403 
(50) 483 (61)     

298 
(37) 3 304 (38) 

All 
cause 28-30 

Bebtelovimab-BLAZE-41 253 34 
135 
(53) 

187 
(74) 

48 
(19) 91 (36) 0 (0) 

not 
report
ed 

not 
reported   3 27 (11) 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Regdanvimab-CT-P5918 307 

51 
(iqr40
-60) 

166 
(51) 

286 
(87) 0 27 (8) 226 (69) 29 (9) 

not 
reported 52 (16) 3 9 (3) 

All 
cause 28-30 

Regdanvimab-CT-P59-219 
 

131
5 

48 
(iqr38
-59) 

641 
(49) 

1132 
(86) 7 (1) 

276 
(21) 880 (67) 

120 
(9) 443 (34) 

415 
(32) 4 148 (11) 

all 
cause 28 

Tixagevimab–cilgavimab-
TACKLE20 822 

46 (sd 
15.2) 

455 
(50) 

559 
(62) 

36 
(4) 

468 
(52) 809 (90) 

108 
(12) 256 (28) 

388 
(43) 5 127 (14) 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Molnupiravir-MOVe-
OUT21 

140
8 

43 
(18-
90) 

735 
(51.3
) 

813 
(56) 

75 
(5) 

711 
(49) 

1424 
(99.4) 

228 
(15.9)
% 

not 
reported 

1056(7
3) 3 620 (23) 

All 
cause 28-30 

Molnupiravir-
PANORAMIC22 

250
00 

57 
(18-
99) 

1510
1 
(59) 

2427
0 
(94) 

155 
(0.6)   

17759 
(69) 

2195 
(9)% 5782 (22) 

3912 
(15)% 3 

25333 (98) 2+ 
doses of 
vaccine 

All 
cause 28-30 

Molnupiravir-Aurobindo23 
122
0 

36 
(18-
60) 

468 
(38) 

1220 
(100
) 0 0 90 (7.3)       3 not reported 

All 
cause 28-30 

Nirmatrelvir/ritonavir-
EPIC-HR9 

208
5 

46 
(18-
88) 

1098 
(49) 

1607 
(72) 

110 
(4.9) 

1010 
(45) 

2085 
(100) 

252 
(11) 739 (33) 

744 
(36) 3 27 (11) 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 
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Remdesivir-PINETREE12 562 

50 
(12-
77+) 

269 
(48) 

452 
(80) 

42 
(7.5) 

235 
(41) 

562 
(100) 

346 
(62) 268 (48) 

310 
(55) 5 9 (3) 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Interferon Lambda-
TOGETHER24 

194
9 

43 
(18-
92) 

1113 
(57) 

58 
(3) 

28 
(1) 

1853 
(95) 

1124 
(58) 

181 
(9) 581 (30) 

719 
(37) 3 1107 (58) FV 

COVI
D-19 
related 28 

Interferon Lambda- 
ILIAD25 60 

46 
(iqr32
-54) 

35 
(60) 31 6   9     12 5 5/51 (10) 

COVI
D-19 
related 14 

Interferon Lambda-
COVID-Lambda26 120 

36 
(18-
71) 

50 
(42) 

33 
(28)   74 (63)   

12 
(10) 14 (12)   

5 (iqr3-
6) 49 (41) 

All 
cause 28-30 

Sofosbuvir and daclatasvir-
SOVODAK27 55 <50 

29 
(53) 

55 
(100
)             

not 
reported not reported 

All 
cause 28-30 

Favipavir-Avi-Mild-1928 231 

37 
(iqr32
-44) 

76 
(33) 

231 
(100
) 0 0   

25 
(11) 14 (6) 39 (17) 3 not reported 

All 
cause 28-30 

Favipiravir-Iran29 77 41 34 

77 
(100
) 0 0 11 (14) nr nr nr 4   

all 
cause  28 

Favipiravir-FLARE30 119 40 
56 
(47) 

98 
(82)     17 (14)     20 (17) nr 74 (62) 

all 
cause 28 

Favipiravir/Lopinavir/Riton
avir-FLARE30 121 40 

59 
(49) 

99 
(82)     19 (16)     20 (17) nr 77 (64) 

all 
cause 28 

Lopinavir/Ritonavir-
FLARE30 120 40 

60 
(50) 

98 
(82)     16 (13)     20 (17) nr 74 (62) 

all 
cause 28 

Lopinavir/ritonavir-
TREAT NOW31 446 

41 
(19-
75) 

261 
(59) 

354 
(79) 

35 
(8) 33 (7) 347 (78) 17 (4) 77 (17) 

149 
(35) 4 93 (21) 

All 
cause 29 

Lopinavir/ritonavir-
TOGETHER32 471 

53 
(IQR 
18-
94) 

255 
(54) 

14 
(3) 

11 
(2) 

428 
(91) 

471 
(100) 

92 
(20) 137 (29) 

198 
(42) 6 not reported 

COVI
D-19 
related 90 

Tenofovir Disproxil 
Fumarate Plus 
Emtricitabine-AR0-
CORONA33 
 60 42 

34 
(57)         2 3   4   

all 
cause 14 
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Metformin-COVID-OUT34 
119
7 

46 
(iqr 
37-
55) 

741 
(56) 

1091 
(82) 

90 
(7)     26 (2) 

353 (27) 
cvd 

646 
(49) 5 690 (52fv) 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Metformin -TOGETHER35 
 418 

52 
(18-
90) 

239 
(57) 8 (2) 6 (1) 

381 
(91) 

418 
(100) 

61 
(15) 167 (40) 

188 
(45) 3  

All 
cause 28-30 

Fluvoxamine-
TOGETHER11 

149
7 <50 

862 
(58) 

1486 
(99) 5 (1) 

1486 
(99) 

1497 
(100) 

243 
(16) 194 (13) 

751 
(50) 4 not reported 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Fluvoxamine-STOP 
COVID36 152 46 

109 
(72) 

106 
(70) 

38 
(25) 5 (3)   

17 
(11) 30 (20) 75 (49) 4 not reported 

COVI
D-19 
related 

15 (2 
noncov
id after 
day 15 
to day 
28 

Fluvoxamine-COVID-
OUT34 592 

44 
(iqr37
-53) 

358 
(54) 

539 
(82) 

51 
(8)     7 (1) 

172 (26) 
cvd 

302 
(46) 5 373 (56fv) 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Fluvoxamine ACTIV-637 
128
8 

48 
(iqr39
-58) 

734 
(57) 

1038 
(81) 

96 
(7) 

221 
(17)  

115 
(9) 304 (24) 

469 
(36) 5 861 (67) 

All 
cause 28 

Fluvoxamine/budesonide-
TOGETHER38 

147
6 

51 
(18-
102) 

898 
(61) 

36 
(2) 

20 
(1) 

1419 
(96) 

1476 
(100) 

278 
(19) 656 (44) 

597 
(42) 3 1377 (94) 

All 
cause 28-30 

Ivermectin-TOGETHER39 
134
9 49 

791 
(58) 

1310 
(98) 

12 
(1) 

1310 
(98) 

1349 
(100) 

180 
(13) 114 (8) 

675 
(50) 4 not reported 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Ivermectin-COVID-OUT34 730 

46 
(iqr37
-56) 

442 
(55) 

662 
(82) 

59 
(7)     13 (2) 

184 (23) 
cvd 

383 
(47) 5 449 (56fv) 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Ivermectin Iran40 549 
35 (5-
87) 

294 
(48) 

582 
(100
) 0 0 112 (20) 

42 
(7.3) 46 (7.8) 

101 
(21) 3 not reported 

All 
cause 

not 
stated 

Ivermectin-ACTIV-641 
159
1 

47 
(iqr39
-56) 

932 
(59) 

1286 
(81) 

113(
7) 

163 
(10)   184 415 648 6 753 (fv47) 

All 
cause 28-30 

Ivermectin  high dose-
ACTIV-642 
 

120
6 

48 
(iqr38
-58) 

713 
(59) 

909 
(75) 

93 
(8) 

160 
13)  

109 
(9) 317 (27) 

259 
(21) 5 1008 (84) 

All 
cause 28 
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Hydroxychloroquine-
TOGETHER32 441 

53 
(IQR 
18-
81) 

243 
(55) 

422 
(96) 7 (1) 

422 
(96) 

441 
(100) 

89 
(20) 210 (48) 

177 
(40) 6 not reported 

COVI
D-19 
related 90 

Hydroxychloroquine-
COVID-19 PEP43 423 

40 
(iqr 
32-
50) 

238 
(56) 

235 
(48) 

15 
(3) 28 (6)   15 (3) 46 (11)   2 not reported 

All 
cause 14 

Hydroxychloroquine -AH 
COVID-1944 148 47 

66 
(45) 51 12     29 41   

7 (iqr5-
8) not reported 

All 
cause 28-30 

Hydroxychloroquine-BCN 
PEP-CoV-245 293 

42 
(12 
sd) 

201 
(69)       156 (53) 20 (7)     

3 (iqr 2-
4) not reported 

All 
cause 28-30 

Hydroxychloroquine-
BMG46 231 

37 
(18-
78) 

131 
(57) 

117 
(51) 

26 
(11) 71 (31) 129 (56) 17 (7) 27 (12) 98 (42) 6 not reported 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Hydroxychloroquine-
Utah47 303 42 

176 
(48) 

165 
(45) 2 (1) 

158 
(43) 90 (25) 28 (8) 52 914)  nr nr 

all 
cause 28 

Hydroxychloroquine/Azithr
omycin-Brazil48 84 37 34 44 5 79  nr nr nr 4 nr 

all 
cause 21 

Nitazoxanide-Romark49 379 

40 
(12-
83) 

214 
(57) 

233 
(61) 8 (2) 

130 
(34) 

238 
(63%)       2 38 (10) 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Colchicine-
COLCORONA2 

448
8 

54 
(iqr 
47-
61) 

2421 
(54) 

4182 
(93) 

233 
(5) <10% 

4488 
(100) 

894 
(20) 1629 (36) 

2052 
(46) 5.3 not reported 

COVI
D-19 
related 28-30 

Losartan-MN50 
 117 38 58 84 8 10  7 9 42 2  

all 
cause 28 

Niclosamide51 67 
36 
mean 

26 
(39) 

53 
(79) 4 (6) 7 (10)     5 (8) 4 (7) 

not 
reported not reported 

All 
cause 28-30 

Aspirin-ACTIV-4B52 280 

54 
(iqr 
46-
59) 

191 
(58) 

250 
(76) 

36 
(11) 93 (28)   

53 
(16) 109 (33) 

164 
(50) 

10 
(diagno
sis) not reported 

All 
cause 45 

2.5-mg apixaban-ACTIV-
4B52 271 

54 
(iqr 
46-
59) 

191 
(58) 

255 
(78) 

38 
(12) 91 (28)   

60 
(18) 120 (37) 

164 
(50) 

10 
(diagno
sis) not reported 

All 
cause 45 

5-mg apixaban ACTIV-
4B52 279 

54 
(iqr 

198 
(6 

251 
(77) 

36 
(11) 80 (24)   

55 
(17) 111 (34) 

164 
(50) 

10 
(diagno
sis) not reported 

All 
cause 45 
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46-
59) 

Sulodexide53 243 55 
128 
(53) 

243 
(100
)   

243 
(100)   

50 
(21) 83 (43)   3 not reported 

All 
cause 21 

Enoxaparin-ETHIC54 219 

59 
(iqr51
-66) 

96 
(44) 

129 
(59) 5 (2) 12 (5)   

50/15
2 (33) 

114/152 
(75) 

109 
(49) 5 not reported 

All 
cause 21 

Enoxaparin-OVID55 572 

56 
(iqr53
-62) 

217 
(38) 

446 
(78) 3 (1)     38 (7) 115 (20)   3 (dx) not reported 

All 
cause 28-30 

Inhaled Ciclesonide-
COVIS56 
 400 

43 
(13-
87) 

221 
(55) 

345 
(86) 

47 
(12) 

172 
(43)  30 (8) 89 (22) 

200 
(50) NR  

all 
cause 30 

Inhaled ciclesonide-
COVERAGE57 217 

63 
(50-
86) 

111 
(51) 

217 
(100
) 0 0 157 (72) 33(16) 89 (41) 52 (24) 4 not reported 

All 
cause 28-30 

Zinc58 108 43 68 73 28   10 35 54 nr nr 
all 
cause 28 

Ascorbic acid58 98 44 64 70 23   5 22 49 nr nr 
all 
cause 28 

Zinc/Ascorbic acid58 108 46 62 71 32   20 41 54 nr nr 
all 
cause 28 

Homeopathy-COVID-
Simile59 86 41 56   

86 
(100)  8 21  9 nr 

all 
cause 27 

Saliravira60 143 

50 
(24-
80) 

59 
(41) 

143 
(100
)         33 (23)   

not 
reported not reported 

All 
cause 23 

Azithromycin-Atomic261 292 46 
143 
(49) 

201 
(68) 

11 
(4)   70 (24) 25 (9) 52 (18)   6 not reported 

All 
cause 28-30 

Azithromycin-ACTION62 197 43 
130 
(66) 

169 
(86) 9 (5) 59 (30)   

24 
(12) 26 (13)   6 not reported 

All 
cause 21 

Resveratrol63 100 

55 
(45-
84) 

62 
(59) 

93 
(89) 4 (4) 2 (2) 32 (30) 

10 
(10)   50 (50) 5 not reported 

All 
cause 21 
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Appendix Table 1b: Additional baseline data from RCTs-Geography, age symptom onset 

Study 
Enrollment 
Period 

Study 
months Geography Enrolled 

age over 
65 n(%) 

age 
over 
60 
n(%) 

age 
over 
50 
n(%) 

symptoms 
<= 8 days 
n(%) 

symptoms 
<=7 days 
n(%) 

symptoms 
<= 5 days 
n(%) 

symptoms 
<= 3 days 
n(%) 

CCP-CONV-ert7  

Nov 10 
2020 -July 
28 2021 9 Spain 376     

376 
(100)   376 (100)     

CCP-COV-Early13     Netherlands 406     
351 
(86)   406 (100)     

CCP-C3PO4 
Aug 2020-
Feb 2021 7 USA 511     

511 
(100)   511 (100)   246 (48) 

CCP-Argentina5 

Jun 4 2020 
– Oct 25 
2020 5 Argentina 160 160 (100)           160 (100) 

CCP-CSSC-0043 

June 3 
2020-Oct 
2021 16 USA 1225 80 (7)   

410 
(35) 

1181 
(100)   517 (44)   

Bamlanivimab-BLAZE-114 
June 2020-
Aug 2020 3 USA 467 53 (12)         

226 
(50)mean    

Sotrovimab-COMET-ICE8 

Aug 27 
2020-
March 2021 6 

United 
States, 
Canada, 
Brazil, and 
Spain 1057 211(20)         

1057 
(100) 624 (59) 

Bamlanivimab/etesevimab-BLAZE-
115 

Sept 2020-
Dec 2020 3 USA 1035 323 (31)     979 (95)       

Casirivimab/imdevimab-REGEN-
COV Ph 316 

Sept 24 
2020-Jan 17 
2021 4 

USA 
Mexico 2696 358 (13)       

2696 
(100)   1489 (66) 

Casirivimab/imdevimab-REGEN-
COV Ph 1/217 

June 16, 
2020 - Sept 
23, 2020 3 USA 799         799 (100) 599 (75) 400 (50) 
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Bebtelovimab-BLAZE-41 
May 2021-
July 2021 3 USA 253 1 (<1)       253 (100)     

Regdanvimab-CT-P5918 
Oct 2020-
Dec 2020 2 

South 
Korea, 
Romania, 
Spain, USA 327   

85 
(26)     327 (100)     

Regdanvimab-CT-P59-219 
 

Jan 18 2021 
to april 24 
2021 3 world wide 1315     

297 
(23)     986 (75) 329 (25) 

Tixagevimab–cilgavimab-
TACKLE20 

 Jan 28, 
2021- July 
22, 2021,  6 

 USA, Latin 
America, 
Europe, and 
Japan.  1014 116 (13)       910 (100)     

Molnupiravir-MOVe-OUT21 
May 2021- 
Oct 2021 6 worldwide 1433   

246 
(17)       

1408 
(100) 674 (48) 

Molnupiravir-PANORAMIC22 

Dec 8-2021 
- April 27, 
2022 5 UK 25783 6838 (27)         

22510 
(87)   

Molnupiravir-Aurobindo23 

July 1, 2021 
- Aug 24, 
2021 2 India 1220             661 (54) 

Nirmatrelvir/ritonavir-EPIC-HR9 
July 1 2021 
- Dec 2021 6 worldwide 2246 287(12.8)         

2246 
(100) 

1489 
(66.3) 

Remdesivir-PINETREE12 
Sept 2020-
Apr 2021 8 

USA, 
Spain, 
Denmark 
UK 562   

170 
(30)     562 (100)     

Interferon Lambda-TOGETHER24 

Jun 24 
2021-feb 7 
2022 8 Brazil 1949     

752 
(39)   

1949 
(100)   1158 (59) 

Interferon Lambda- ILIAD25 

May 18, 
2020-Sep 4 
2020 4 Canada 60         60 (100)     
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Interferon Lambda-COVID-
Lambda26 

Apil 25 
2020-July 7 
2020 2 USA 120               

Sofosbuvir and daclatasvir-
SOVODAK27 

April 8 
2020-May 
19 2020 1 Iran 55               

Favipavir-Avi-Mild-1928 

July 23, 
2020- Aug 
4 2021 12 

Saudi 
Arabia 245     

30 
(13)     231 (100)   

Favipiravir-Iran29 

Dec 5 2020-
mar 31 
2021 4 Iran 77         77 (100)     

Favipiravir-FLARE30 
Oct 6 2020- 
Nov 4 2021 13 

United 
Kingdom 119         119 (100) 76 (64)   

Favipiravir/Lopinavir/Ritonavir-
FLARE30 

Oct 6 2020- 
Nov 4 2021 13 

United 
Kingdom 121         121 (100) 80 (66)  

Lopinavir/Ritonavir-FLARE30 
Oct 6 2020- 
Nov 4 2021 13 

United 
Kingdom 120         120 (100) 75 (63)   

Lopinavir/ritonavir-TREAT NOW31 
Jun 2020-
Dec 2021 18 USA 446 13 (3)   

112 
(25)   446 (100) 349 (78) 124 (28) 

Lopinavir/ritonavir-TOGETHER32 

June 2 
2020-Oct 9 
2020 4 Brazil 471     275 471 (100)   74 (16)   

Tenofovir Disproxil Fumarate Plus 
Emtricitabine-AR0-CORONA33 
 

Nov 20 
2020-Mar 
19 2021 4 France 60         60 (100) 45 (75)   

Metformin-COVID-OUT34 

Dec 30 
2020 - Jan 
28 2022 13 USA 1323         

1197 
(100)     

Metformin -TOGETHER35 
 

jan 15 
2021-April 
13 2021 3 Brazil 418   

234 
(56)  418 (100)   184 (44) 

Fluvoxamine-TOGETHER11 
Jan 2021 - 
Aug 2021 8 Brazil 1497     

655 
(44)   

1497 
(100)   638 (43) 
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Fluvoxamine-STOP COVID36 

April 10 
2020 - Aug 
5 2020 4 USA 152         152 (100) 114 (75)   

Fluvoxamine-COVID-OUT34 

Dec 30 
2020 - Jan 
28 2022 13 USA 661         733 (100)     

Fluvoxamine ACTIV-637 

Au 6 2021-
May 27 
2022 10 USA 1288   

541 
(42)  966 (75) 644 (50)  

Fluvoxamine/budesonide-
TOGETHER38 

Jan 15 
2022-July 6 
2022 6 Brazil 1476   

829 
(56)  

1476 
(100)   917 (62) 

Ivermectin-TOGETHER39 
March 23 - 
Aug 2 2021 5 Brazil 1358         

1358 
(100)   597 (44) 

Ivermectin-COVID-OUT34 

Dec 30 
2020 - Jan 
28 2022 13 USA 808         592 (100)     

Ivermectin Iran40 
Feb 19 21 - 
Aug 30 21 7 iran 582             291 (50) 

Ivermectin-ACTIV-641 

June 23 
2021 - Feb 
4 2022 7 USA 1591     

680 
(43) 1193 (75)       

Ivermectin  high dose-ACTIV-642 
 

feb 16 
2022-July 
22 2022 5 USA 1206     905 (75) 603 (50) 302 (25) 

Hydroxychloroquine-TOGETHER32 

June 2 
2020-Oct 9 
2020 4 Brazil 441     

262 
(59) 441 (100)   77 (17)   

Hydroxychloroquine-COVID-19 
PEP43 

March 22 
2020 - May 
20 2020 2 

USA 
canada 491     

99 
(20)     423 (100)   

Hydroxychloroquine -AH COVID-
1944 

April 15 
2020 -May 
22 2020 1 Canada 148               
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Hydroxychloroquine-BCN PEP-
CoV-245 

March 17 
2020-May 
26 2020 2 Spain 293           293 (100)   

Hydroxychloroquine-BMG46 

April 15 
2020-July 
27 2020 3 USA 231   

23 
(10)     143 (62) 85 (37)   

Hydroxychloroquine-Utah47 
Apr 2020-
Apr 2021 12 USA 303        

Hydroxychloroquine/Azithromycin-
Brazil48 

Apr 12 
2020-May 
13 2020 1 Brazil 83      84 (100)  

Nitazoxanide-Romark49 
Aug 2020- 
Jan 2021 5 

USA Peurto 
rico 379             379 (100) 

Colchicine-COLCORONA2 

March 
2020-Dec 
2020 9 

 Brazil, 
Canada, 
Greece, 
South 
Africa, 
Spain, and 
the USA 4488   

1122 
(25)   3590 (80)       

Losartan-MN50 
 

Apr 2020-
Nov 2020 8 USA 117 3    117 (100)  106 

Niclosamide51 

Oct 1 2020-
April 20 
2021 7 USA 73             67 (100) 

Aspirin-ACTIV-4B52 

Sept 1 2020 
- June 17 
2021 10 USA 328   

~82 
(25)       82 (25)   

2.5-mg apixaban-ACTIV-4B52 

Sept 1 2020 
- June 17 
2021 10 USA 329   

~82 
(25)       82 (25)   

5-mg apixaban ACTIV-4B52 

Sept 1 2020 
- June 17 
2021 10 USA 328   

~82 
(25)       82 (25)   
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Sulodexide53 

June 5 2020 
- August 5 
2020 2 Mexico 243       243 (100) 

Enoxaparin-ETHIC54 

Oct 27 2020 
- Nov 8 
2021 12 

Belgium, 
Brazil, 
India, South 
Africa, 
Spain, and 
the UK). 219   

164 
(75)   121 (50)  

Enoxaparin-OVID55 

Aug 5 
2020-Jan 14 
2022 17 

Switzerland 
and 
Germany  572   

572 
(100)   

429 (dx 
75)  

Inhaled Ciclesonide-COVIS56 
 

jun 11 
2020-nov 3 
2020 5 USA 400        

Inhaled ciclesonide-COVERAGE57 

Dec 29 
2020-July 
22 2021 7 France 217   

151 
(70) 

217 
(100)   217 (100)     

Zinc58 

Apr 27 
2020-Oct 
14 2020 6 USA 108        

Ascorbic acid58 

Apr 27 
2020-Oct 
14 2020 6 USA 98        

Zinc/Ascorbic acid58 

Apr 27 
2020-Oct 
14 2020 6 USA 108        

Homeopathy-COVID-Simile59 

Jun 29 
2020-Ap 6 
2021 10 Brazil 86        

Saliravira60 

Dec 21 
2020 - 
March 1 
2021 3 Iran 143               
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Azithromycin-Atomic261 

June 3, 
2020- Jan 
29, 2021,  8 UK 292        

Azithromycin-ACTION62 

May 22 
2020 - 
March 16 
2021 9 USA 197  

18 
(9)   197 (100)   

Resveratrol63 

September 
13, 2020 - 
December 
11, 2020, 3 USA 100 16 (16)     50 (50)  
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Appendix Table 2. Summary of findings table GRADE evaluation by RCT. 
Patient or population: COVID-19 outpatients  
Settings: Ambulatory patients with COVID-19 
Intervention: COVID-19 convalescent plasma, anti-Spike mAbs, small molecule antivirals and repurposed drugs 
Comparison: standard of care, placebo 

Study Assumed 
risk-
controls 
Illustrative 
comparativ
e risks* 
(95% CI) 

Correspondin
g risk-
Intervention 
Illustrative 
comparative 
risks* (95% 
CI) 

Effect 
size: OR  
(95% CI) 

No of 
Participa
nts 
(studies) 

Quality of the evidence 
(GRADE) 

Comments 

 

CCP- 
mITT all 
cause 
hospitaliz
ation: 
cumulativ
e results 

 

 

120 per 
1000 

82 per 1000 
(from 63 to 
108) 

 
0.69(0.53
/0.90) 

2634 
participa
nts 
(5 RCTs) 

⊕⊕⊕⊕ 
 high (there are no 
concerns in any of the 
GRADE factors) 
  

 CCP reduces 
significantly need of 

hospitalization 
compared to placebo. 
Most information is 

from results at low risk 
of bias or with some 

concerns, but unlikely 
to lower confidence in 
the estimate of effect. 

Anti-
spike 
mAbs: 
combined 
results 

 

58.9 per 
1000 

18.8 per 1000 
(from 14.7to 
22.1) 

0.32(0.25
/0.41) 

8736 (9 
trials) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for ROB) Anti-Spike mAbs 

reduce hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Small 
molecule 
antivirals
: 

18.3 per 
1000 

14.3 per 1000 
(from 8.2 to 
24.3) 

0.78(0.45
/1.33) 

34104 
(17) 

⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
 (downgraded for 
imprecision, 

-It is unclear if 
antivirals reduce rate of 

hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 26, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.24.22275478doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.24.22275478
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 22 

combined 
results 

inconsistency (I2=69) 
and ROB) 

Repurpos
ed drugs 
combined 
results 

53.05 per 
1000 

41.9 per 1000 
(from 37.1 to 
47.7) 

0.79(0.70
/0.90) 

22512 
(39 arms, 
21 
comparis
ons) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for ROB) 

Repurposed treatments  
reduce rate of 
hospitalization 

compared to placebo 

CCP 

CCP-
CONV-ert7  

111 per 
1000 

116 per 1000 
(from 61 to 
219) 

1.05 
(0.55/1.9
8) 

376 (1) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for imprecision-95% CI 
includes line of no effect) 

CCP does not reduce 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

CCP-COV-
Early13 

93 per 1000 
57.6 per 1000 
(from 26.9 to 
120.9) 

0.62 
(0.29/1.3
0) 

406 (1) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for imprecision-95% CI 
includes line of no effect) 

It is unclear if CCP 
reduces hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

CCP-C3PO4 

220 per 
1000 

198 per 1000 
(from 127 to 
301) 

0.9 
(0.58/1.3
7) 

511 (1) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for imprecision-95% CI 
includes line of no effect) 

It is unclear if CCP 
reduces hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

CCP-
Argentina5 

312 per 
1000 

133 per 1000 
(from 62 to 
180) 

0.43 
(0.20/0.9
1) 

160 (1) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for imprecision due to 
low number of 
participants) 

CCP reduces rate of 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

CCP-CSSC-
0043 

62.8 per 
1000 

27.6 per 1000 
(from 15.7 to 
49.6) 

0.44 
(0.25/0.7
9) 

1181 (1) 

⊕⊕⊕⊕ 
 high (there are no 
concerns in any of the 
GRADE factors) 
  

CCP reduces rate of 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Anti-Spike mAbs 
Bamlanivi
mab14 

62.9 per 
1000 

15 per 1000 
(from 5 to 
46.5) 

0.24 
(0.08/0.7
4) 

919 (1 
RCT) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
moderate (downgraded 
for imprecision ) 

Bamlanivimab reduces 
need of hospitalization 
compared to placebo 
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Sotrovima
b-
COMET-
ICE23 

56.7 per 
1000 

10.7 per 1000 
(from 4.5 to 
26) 

0.19 
(0.08/0.4
6) 

1061 (1 
RCT) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for ROB) 

Sotrovimab reduces 
need of hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Bamlanivi
mab/etese
vimab15 

69.3 per 
1000 

20 per 1000 
(from 10.3 to 
40.1) 

0.29 
(0.15/0.5
8) 

1035 (1 
RCT) 

⊕⊕⊝⊝ 
low(downgraded for 
imprecision and ROB) 

Bamlanivimab/etesevi
mab in combination 
reduce need of 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Casirivim
ab/imdevi
mab16 

41.6 per 
1000 

11.6 per 1000 
(from 7.0 to 
19.1) 

0.28 
(0.17/0.4
6) 

3495 (2 
RCT) 

⊕⊕⊝⊝ 
 low (downgraded for 
ROB and imprecision 
due to low number of 
events) 

Casirivimab/imdevima
b in combination reduce 
need of hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Bebtelovi
mab-
BLAZE-
41 

15.6 per 
1000 

15.9 per 1000 
(from 2.1 to 
115) 

1.02 
(0.14/7.3
9) 

253 (1 
RCT) 

⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded twice for 
serious imprecision) 

Bebtelovimab does not 
reduce need of 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo  

Regdanvi
mab18,19 

79.9 per 
1000 

26.3 per 1000 
(from 5.9 to 
42.3) 

0.33 
(0.20/0.5
3) 

1622 (2 
RCTs) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for ROB)	

Regdanviman reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Tixagevi
mab–
cilgavima
b-
TACKLE2
0 

89.1 per 
1000 

41.8 per 1000 
(from 24 to 
74.7) 

0.47 
(0.27/0.8
4) 

822 (1) ⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for imprecision) 

Tixagevimab-
cilgavimab reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo in 
unvaccinated adults 

Small molecule antivirals 
Molnupira
vir21-23 

11.8 per 
1000 

10.8 per 1000 
(from 8.6 to 
13.4) 

0.91 
(0.73/1.1
4) 

27628 (3 
RCTs) 

⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded for 
inconsistency and 
imprecision) 

It is unclear if 
Molnupiravir reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo  

Nirmatrel
vir/ritonav
ir9 

63 per 1000 7.5 per 1000 
(from 3.7 to 
15.1) 

0.12 
(0.06/0.2
4) 

2085 (1) ⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded for ROB 
and imprecision). 

Nirmatrelvir/ritonavir 
reduces hospitalization 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 26, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.24.22275478doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.24.22275478
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 24 

compared to placebo in 
unvaccinated adults 

Remdesivi
r12 

53 per 1000 6.8 per 1000 
(from 1.5 to 
50.2) 

0.13 
(0.03/0.5
7) 

562 (1) ⊕⊕⊝⊝ 
low (downgraded for 
ROB and imprecision) 

Remdesivir reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Favipiravi
r28-30 

18.3 per 
1000 

51.2 per 1000 
(from 16.8 to 
155.9) 

2.80 
(0.92/18.
52) 

427 (3) ⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision) 

Favipiravir does not 
reduce need of 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Favipiravi
r-
Lopinavir/
r-
FLARE30 

Not 
calculable 

- 3.05 
(0.12/76.
39) 

120 (1) ⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision)	

Favipiravir+Lopinavir/r 
does not reduce need of 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Peg-
interferon 
lambda24-

26 

38.8 per 
1000 

23.2 per 1000 
(from 13.9 to 
38.4) 

0.60 
(0.36/0.9
9) 

2129 (3 
RCTs) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ moderate 
(downgraded for ROB) 

-Peginterferon lambda 
reduces hospitalization 
compared to placebo. 

Sofosbuvi
r and 
daclatasvi
r-
SOVODA
K27 

142.8 per 
1000 

32.8 per 1000 
(from 2.8 to 
315) 

0.23 
(0.02/2.2
1) 

55 (1) ⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded  for serious 
imprecision) 

It is unclear if 
sofosbuvir/daclatasvir 
reduces hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Lopinavir/
ritonavir30

-32 

33.1 per 
1000 

41.4 per 1000 
(from 21.8 to 
78.4) 

1.25 
(0.66/2.3
7) 

1037 (3) ⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded  for serious 
imprecision)	

Lopinavir/ritonavir 
does not reduce need of 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Tenofovir 
Disproxil 
Fumarate 
Plus 
Emtricitabi
ne-AR0-
CORONA 

33.3 per 
1000 

68.9 per 1000 
(from 5.9 to 
804.1 

2.07 
(0.18/24.
5) 

60 (1 
RCT) 

 
⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision and ROB) 

TDF+Emtricitabine 
does not reduce need of 
hospitalization 
compared to standard of 
care 
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Repurposed 
Metformi
n-
COVID-
OUT34,35 

53.4 per 
1000 

37.4 per 1000 
(from 22.9 to 
60.3) 

0.70 
(0.43/1.1
3 

1615 (2 
RCTs) 

⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded for  
imprecision and 
inconsistency (I2=58) 

It is unclear if 
metformin reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo. 

Fluvoxam
ine11,34,36,37 

63.6 per 
1000 

46.4 per 1000 
(from 34.3 to 
62.9) 

0.73 
(0.54/0.9
9) 

3518 (4 
RCTs) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ moderate 
(downgraded for  ROB) 

Fluvoxamine reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Fluvoxami
ne/budeson
ide-
TOGETHE
R38 
 

10.8 per 
1000 

9.4 per 1000 
(from 3.4 to 
26.1) 

0.87 
(0.32/2.4
2) 

1476 (1 
RCT) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ moderate 
(downgraded  for 
imprecision ) 

It is unclear if 
fluvoxamine/budenosid
e reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo. 

Ivermecti
n10,34,40-42 

46.3 per 
1000 

43.1 per 1000 
(from 32.8 to 
56.0) 

0.93 
(0.71/1.2
21 

5434 (5 
RCTs) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ moderate 
(downgraded  for 
imprecision ) 

-It is unclear if 
Ivermectin reduces rate 
of hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Hydroxyc
hloroquin
e32,43,64-66 

44.0per 
1000 

38.7 per 1000 
(from 22.8 to 
65.1) 

0.74 
(0.45/1.2
3) 

1536 (6 
RCTs) 

⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for imprecision-95% CI 
includes line of no effect) 

It is unclear if 
hydroxychloroquine 
reduces hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Hydroxych
loroquine/a
zithromyci
n48 
 

23.8 per 
1000 

23.8 per 1000 
(from 1.42 to 
39.2) 

1.00 
(0.06/16.
5) 

84 (1 
RCT) 

⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded  for 
imprecision and ROB) 

It is unclear if 
hydroxychloroquine/azi
thromycin reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Nitazoxan
ide-
Romark49 

25.6 per 
1000 

5.3 per 1000 
(from 0.5 to 
45.8) 

0.21 
(0.02/1.7
9) 

379 (1) ⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision and ROB) 

It is unclear if 
nitazoxanide reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Colchicin
e-

58.1 per 
1000 

45.8 per 1000 
(from 35.4 to 
59.8) 

0.79 
(0.61/1.0
3) 

379 (1) ⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded It is unclear if 

colchicine reduces 
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COLCOR
ONA2 

for imprecision-95% CI 
includes line of no effect) 

hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Losartan-
MN50 
 

16.9 per 
1000 

53.5 per 1000 
(from 5.4 to 
529.6) 

3.16 
(0.32/31.
34) 

117 (1 
RCT) 

⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision and ROB) 
 

It is unclear if losartan 
reduces rate of 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Niclosami
de51 

29.4 per 
1000 

9.5 per 1000 
(from 0.29 to 
249) 

0.33 
(0.01/8.4
8) 

67 (1) ⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded  for serious 
imprecision) 

It is unclear if 
niclosamide reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

aspirin52 7.3 per 
1000 

6.8 per 1000 
(from 0.4 to 
11) 

0.94 
(0.06/15.
2) 

280 (1) ⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision and 
indirectness) 

Aspirin does not reduce 
need of hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

apibaxan52 7.3 per 
1000 

7.3 per 1000 
(from 1 to 52) 

1.0 
(0.14/7.1
8) 

414 (2 
arms) 

⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision and 
indirectness) 

Apibaxan 2.5-5 mg 
does not reduce need of 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Sulodexid
e53 

294 per 
1000 

223.4 per 
1000 (from 
82.3 to 279.3) 

0.52 
(0.28/0.9
5) 

243 (1) ⊕⊕⊕⊝ 
 moderate (downgraded 
for imprecision) 

Sulodexide reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Enoxapari
n-LMW 
heparin54,5
5 

56.8 per 
1000 

60.2 per 1000 
(from 31.8 to 
115.3) 

1.06 
(0.56/2.0
3) 

691 (2) ⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded  for serious 
imprecision) 

LMW heparin does not 
reduce hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Inhaled 
ciclesonid
e56,57 

61.2 per 
1000 

55.1 per 1000 
(from 27.5 to 
105.2) 

0.90 
(0.45/1.7
2) 

599 (2) ⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision and ROB) 

Inhaled ciclesonide 
does not reduce need of 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Zinc58 

60 per 1000 88.8 per 1000 
(from 20.4 to 
391.2) 

1.48 
(0.34/6.5
2) 

108 (1) ⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision and ROB) 

Zinc, ascorbic acid anc 
combination of both  did 
not reduce rate of 
hospitalization compared 
with usual care . Ascorbic 

acid58 

60 per 1000 40.8 per 1000 
(from 6.6 to 
256.2) 

0.68 
(0.11/4.2
7) 

98 (1 
RCT) 

⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision and ROB) 
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Zinc/Ascor
bic acid58 

60 per 1000 129 per 1000 
(from 31.8 to 
528) 

2.15 
(0.53/8.8
0) 

108 (1 
RCT) 

⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision and ROB) 

Homeopath
y-COVID-
Simile59 

68.1 per 
1000 

22.5 per 1000 
(from 2.0 to 
227.4) 

0.33 
(0.03/3.3
4) 

86 (1 
RCT) 

⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for  
imprecision and serious  
ROB) 

It is unclear if 
homeopathy reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Saliravira6
0 

285 per 
1000 

133.9 per 
1000 (from 
82.6 to 220.2) 

0.47 
(0.29/0.7
7) 

143 (1) ⊕⊝⊝⊝ very-low 
(downgraded for serious 
imprecision and serious 
ROB) 

Saliravira reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to control 

Azithrom
ycin61,62 

77.6 per 
1000 

85.3 per 1000 
(from 43.4 to 
169.1) 

1.10 
(0.56/2.1
8) 

489 (2) ⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded  for serious 
imprecision) 

 azithromycin does not 
reduce hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

Resveratr
ol63 

60 per 1000 19.2 per 1000 
(from 1.8 to 
190.8) 

0.32 
(0.03/3.1
8) 

100 (1) ⊕⊕⊝⊝ low 
(downgraded  for serious 
imprecision) 

It is unclear if 
resveratrol reduces 
hospitalization 
compared to placebo 

*The basis for the assumed risk is the mean control group risk across studies. The corresponding risk (and its 95% confidence interval) is based on 
the assumed risk in the comparison group and the relative effect (the Risk Difference, also called ARR, absolute risk reduction)of the intervention 
(and its 95% CI). 
 
GRADE Working Group grades of evidence 
High quality: Further research is very unlikely to change our confidence in the estimate of effect. 
Moderate quality: Further research is likely to have an important impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and may change the estimate. 
Low quality: Further research is very likely to have an important impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and is likely to change the 
estimate. 
Very low quality: We are very uncertain about the estimate. 
 
Footnote: OR, Odds Ratio; CIs, confidence intervals; ROB, risk of bias.  GRADE, Grading of Recommendations, Assessment, Development and 
Evaluations 
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Appendix Table 3: Hospitalized Odds Ratio statistics 

Study 

Hospitaliza
tion Odds 
ratio  

Hospitaliza
tion 95 CI 
low 

Hospitaliza
tion 95 CI 
high 

Hospitaliza
tion 
significance 
(p) 

Hospitaliza
tion z 
statistic  
 

Total CCP 0.69 0.53 0.90 0.0035 2.697265 
Total mAb 0.31 0.24 0.4 P<0.001 9.29792 
Total antivirals 0.78 0.45 1.33 P<0.001 3.9493 
Total repurposed 0.82 0.72 0.93 P<0.001 3.74264 
Total 0.67 0.57 0.80 P<0.001 9.01288 
CCP-CONV-ert7  1.05 0.56 1.99 0.4356 0.162033 
CCP-COV-Early13 0.61 0.29 1.30 0.1021 1.269694 
CCP-C3PO4 0.90 0.59 1.37 0.3078 0.502004 
CCP-Argentina5 0.43 0.20 0.91 0.0140 2.197789 
CCP-CSSC-0043 0.44 0.25 0.79 0.0031 2.737543 
CCP-Argentina (high titer)5  0.20 0.06 0.71 0.0132 2.478 
CCP-CSSC-004 (<= 5 days) 

3 0.18 0.07 0.49 0.0007 3.38 
Bamlanivimab-BLAZE-114 0.24 0.08 0.74 0.0066 2.479993 
Sotrovimab-COMET-ICE8 0.19 0.08 0.46 0.0001 3.663844 
Bamlanivimab/etesevimab-
BLAZE-115 0.29 0.15 0.58 0.0002 3.534471 
Casirivimab/imdevimab-
REGEN-COV Ph 316 0.28 0.16 0.47 0.0000 4.734662 
Casirivimab/imdevimab-
REGEN-COV Ph 1/217 0.30 0.07 1.25 0.0484 1.660556 
Bebtelovimab-BLAZE-41 1.02 0.14 7.39 0.4905 0.023906 
Regdanvimab-CT-P5918 0.49 0.19 1.27 0.0716 1.463817 
Regdanvimab-CT-P59-219 
 0.29 0.16 0.52 0.00001 4.22581 
Tixagevimab–cilgavimab-
TACKLE20 0.47 0.26 0.84 0.0057 2.528551 
Molnupiravir-MOVe-
OUT21 0.67 0.46 0.99 0.0223 2.00829 
Molnupiravir-
PANORAMIC22 1.07 0.81 1.42 0.3156 0.479984 
Molnupiravir-Aurobindo23 NA NA NA NA NA 
Nirmatrelvir/ritonavir-
EPIC-HR9 0.12 0.06 0.24 0.0000 5.731691 
Remdesivir-PINETREE12 0.13 0.03 0.57 0.0034 2.703067 
Interferon Lambda-
TOGETHER24 0.47 0.29 0.77 0.0011 3.054966 
Interferon Lambda- ILIAD25 1.00 0.06 16.76 0.5000 0 
Interferon Lambda-COVID-
Lambda26 1.00 0.14 7.34 0.5000 0 
Sofosbuvir and daclatasvir-
SOVODAK27 0.23 0.02 2.21 0.1018 1.271414 
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Favipavir-Avi-Mild-1928 3.31 0.65 16.76 0.0739 1.44706 
Favipiravir-Iran29 2.18 0.37 12.65 0.19324 0.86602 
Favipiravir-FLARE30 3.1 0.12 77.71 0.24541 0.68902 
Favipiravir/Lopinavir/Riton
avir-FLARE30 3 0.12 75.11 0.25187 0.66863 

Lopinavir/Ritonavir-
FLARE30 3.05 0.12 76.39 0.24865 0.67874 

Lopinavir/ritonavir-TREAT 
NOW31 1.21 0.4 3.64 0.37059 0.3303 

Lopinavir/ritonavir-
TOGETHER32 1.20 0.53 2.69 0.3333 0.430926 
Tenofovir Disproxil 
Fumarate Plus 
Emtricitabine-AR0-
CORONA33 
 2.07 0.18 24.15 0.28057 0.58116 
Metformin-COVID-OUT34 0.42 0.18 0.96 0.0198 2.057 
Metformin -TOGETHER35 
 0.94 0.51 1.71 0.41626 0.21147 
Fluvoxamine-
TOGETHER11 0.77 0.56 1.05 0.0505 1.640023 
Fluvoxamine-STOP 
COVID36 0.06 0.00 1.15 0.0310 1.866043 
Fluvoxamine-COVID-
OUT34 1.18 0.36 3.91 0.3935 0.270145 
Fluvoxamine ACTIV-637 0.45 0.04 5 0.25869 0.64738 
Fluvoxamine/budesonide-
TOGETHER38 0.87 0.32 2.42 0.39769 0.25933 

Ivermectin-TOGETHER39 0.81 0.59 1.11 0.09724 1.29742 
Ivermectin-COVID-OUT34 0.76 0.20 2.85 0.3414 0.408715 
Ivermectin Iran40 1.46 0.71 2.96 0.1507 1.033341 
Ivermectin-ACTIV-641 1.05 0.43 2.61 0.4553 0.112309 
Ivermectin  high dose-
ACTIV-642 
 2.52 0.49 13.04 0.13512 1.10252 
Hydroxychloroquine-
TOGETHER32 0.76 0.30 1.93 0.2840 0.570928 
Hydroxychloroquine-
COVID-19 PEP43 0.49 0.16 1.45 0.0971 1.298164 
Hydroxychloroquine -AH 
COVID-1944 3.14 0.17 59.70 0.2232 0.761332 
Hydroxychloroquine-BCN 
PEP-CoV-245 0.83 0.32 2.13 0.3486 0.389184 
Hydroxychloroquine-
BMG46 0.69 0.18 2.65 0.2945 0.54027 
Hydroxychloroquine-Utah47 1.77 0.51 6.19 0.18429 0.89915 
Hydroxychloroquine/Azithr
omycin-Brazil48 1 0.06 16.5 0.5 0 
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Nitazoxanide-Romark49 0.21 0.02 1.79 0.0766 1.428571 
Colchicine-COLCORONA2 0.79 0.61 1.03 0.0407 1.742726 
Losartan-MN50 
 3.16 0.32 31.34 0.16245 0.98443 
Niclosamide51 0.33 0.01 8.48 0.2529 0.665353 
Aspirin-ACTIV-4B52 0.94 0.06 15.24 0.4838 0.040562 
2.5-mg apixaban-ACTIV-
4B52 1.01 0.06 16.27 0.4979 0.005238 
5-mg apixaban ACTIV-4B52 1.91 0.17 21.36 0.2988 0.527902 
Sulodexide53 0.52 0.28 0.95 0.0167 2.128119 
Enoxaparin-ETHIC54 1.10 0.47 2.56 0.4155 0.213485 
Enoxaparin-OVID55 1.02 0.38 2.76 0.4862 0.034489 
Inhaled Ciclesonide-
COVIS56 
 0.48 0.12 1.87 0.14459 1.05994 
Inhaled ciclesonide-
COVERAGE57 1.15 0.51 2.63 0.3659 0.34277 
Zinc58 1.48 0.36 6.52 0.30296 0.5159 
Ascorbic acid58 0.68 0.11 4.27 0.34085 0.41015 
Zinc/Ascorbic acid58 2.15 0.53 8.8 0.1435 1.06472 
Homeopathy-COVID-
Simile59 0.33 0.03 3.34 0.17503 0.93449 

Saliravira60 0.01 0.00 0.24 0.0016 2.9467 
Azithromycin-Atomic261 0.88 0.42 1.84 0.3694 0.333472 
Azithromycin-ACTION62 6.62 0.36 121.45 0.1015 1.272994 
Resveratrol63 0.32 0.03 3.18 0.1654 0.972432 

 
 
 
  

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 26, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.24.22275478doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.24.22275478
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 31 

Appendix Table 4: Deaths during RCTs 
Cumulatively, the CCP RCTs noted 10 deaths in the control arm versus 8 in CCP arm. The anti-
Spike mAbs RCTs had 21 total deaths among controls and 4 in the intervention arm. The total 
for all small molecule antiviral RCTs was 28 in the controls and 7 in the interventions. The 
repurposed drugs RCTs recorded 72 deaths in the control groups and 53 in the intervention 
groups. 

Study 
ARR
% 

RRR
% 

95% 
CI 
ARR 

95% 
CI 
RRR 

Od
ds 
rati
o  

95 
CI 
low 

95 CI 
high 

z 
statis
tic 

signific
ance (p)  

Total CCP 
0.15 20.2 (-0.48, 

0.78) 

(-
101.5, 
68.4) 

0.8 0.31 2.02 0.478
48 0.31616 

Total mAb 0.45 80.8 (0.21, 
0.7) 

(49.4, 
92.7) 

0.1
9 0.07 0.5 3.345

9 0.00041 

Total antivirals 0.16 87.1 (0.1, 
0.23) 

(63.4, 
95.4) 

0.1
3 0.05 0.37 3.851

81 0.00006 

Total repurposed 0.16 21.8 (-0.1, 
0.4) 

(-8.3, 
43.5) 

0.7
8 0.56 1.08 1.479

5 0.0695 

Total 0.19 44.7 (0.11, 
0.28) 

(27.6, 
57.8) 

0.5
5 0.42 0.72 4.299

06 0.00001 

Study 

Deat
hs 
cont
rol  

Tota
l 
cont
rol  

Death
s 
interv
ent.  

Total 
interv
ent. 

Tot
al 
bot
h 
ar
ms 

% 
deat
h 
cont
rol 

% 
death 
interv
ent.   

Total CCP 10 1315 8 1319 263
4 0.76 0.61   

Total mAb 23 4102 5 4634 873
6 0.56 0.11   

Total antivirals 31 1707
3 4 17031 341

04 0.18 0.02   

Total repurposed 81 1110
9 65 11396 225

05 0.73 0.57   

Total 131 
2968
0 72 30363 

600
43 0.44 0.24   

CCP-CONV-ert7  2 188 0 188 376 1.06 0   
CCP-COV-Early13 0 204 1 202 406 0 0.5   
CCP-C3PO4 1 254 5 257 511 0.39 1.95   
CCP-Argentina5 4 80 2 80 160 5 2.5   

CCP-CSSC-0043 3 589 0 592 118
1 0.51 0   

Bamlanivimab-BLAZE-114 0 143 0 309 452 0 0   

Sotrovimab-COMET-ICE8 2 529 0 528 105
7 0.38 0   

Bamlanivimab/etesevimab-
BLAZE-115 10 517 0 518 103

5 1.93 0   
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Casirivimab/ 
imdevimab-REGEN-
COV Ph 316 

3 1341 1 1355 269
6 0.22 0.07 

  
Casirivimab/ 
imdevimab-REGEN-
COV Ph 1/217 

0 266 0 533 799 0 0 
  

Bebtelovimab-BLAZE-
41 0 128 0 125 253 0 0   
Regdanvimab-CT-P5918 0 104 0 203 307 0 0   
Regdanvimab-CT-P59-
219 
 

2 659 1 656 131
5 0.3 0.15 

  
Tixagevimab–
cilgavimab-TACKLE20 6 415 3 407 822 1.45 0.74   
Molnupiravir-MOVe-
OUT21 9 699 1 709 140

8 1.29 0.14   
Molnupiravir-
PANORAMIC22 5 1248

4 2 12516 250
00 0.04 0.02   

Molnupiravir-
Aurobindo23 0 610 0 610 122

0 0 0   
Nirmatrelvir/ritonavir-
EPIC-HR9 12 1046 0 1039 208

5 1.15 0   
Remdesivir-
PINETREE12 1 283 0 279 562 0.35 0   
Interferon Lambda-
TOGETHER24 4 1018 1 931 194

9 0.4 0.11   
Interferon Lambda- 
ILIAD25 0 30 0 30 60 0 0   
Interferon Lambda-
COVID-Lambda26 0 60 0 60 120 0 0   
Sofosbuvir and 
daclatasvir-
SOVODAK27 

0 28 0 27 55 0 0 
  

Favipavir-Avi-Mild-1928 0 119 0 112 231 0 0   
Favipiravir-Iran29 0 39 0 38 77 0 0   
Favipiravir-FLARE30 0 60 0 59 119 0 0   
Favipiravir/Lopinavir/Ri
tonavir-FLARE30 0 60 0 61 121 0 0   
Lopinavir/Ritonavir-
FLARE30 0 60 0 60 120 0 0   
Lopinavir/ritonavir-
TREAT NOW31 0 220 0 226 446 0 0   
Lopinavir/ritonavir-
TOGETHER32 0 227 0 244 471 0 0   
Tenofovir Disproxil 
Fumarate Plus 
Emtricitabine-AR0-
CORONA33 

0 30 0 30 60 0 0 
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Metformin-COVID-
OUT34 1 601 1 596 119

7 0.17 0.17   
Metformin -
TOGETHER35 
 

9 203 7 215 418 4.4 3.2 
  

Fluvoxamine-
TOGETHER11 25 756 17 741 149

7 3.31 2.29   
Fluvoxamine-STOP 
COVID36 0 72 0 80 152 0 0   
Fluvoxamine-COVID-
OUT34 0 293 0 299 592 0 0   

Fluvoxamine ACTIV-637 0 599 0 662 126
1 0 0   

Fluvoxamine/budesonid
e-TOGETHER38 0 738 1 738 147

6 0 0.14   
Ivermectin-
TOGETHER39 24 675 21 674 134

9 3.56 3.12   
Ivermectin-COVID-
OUT34 0 356 1 374 730 0 0.27   
Ivermectin Iran40 1 281 1 268 549 0.36 0.37   

Ivermectin-ACTIV-641 0 774 1 817 159
1 0 0.12   

Ivermectin  high dose-
ACTIV-642 
 

0 604 1 602 120
6 0 0.17 

  
Hydroxychloroquine-
TOGETHER32 1 227 0 214 441 0.44 0   
Hydroxychloroquine-
COVID-19 PEP43 1 211 1 212 423 0.47 0.47   
Hydroxychloroquine -
AH COVID-1944 0 37 0 111 148 0 0   
Hydroxychloroquine-
BCN PEP-CoV-245 0 157 0 136 293 0 0   
Hydroxychloroquine-
BMG46 0 83 0 148 231 0 0   
Hydroxychloroquine-
Utah47 0 151 0 152 303 0 0   
Hydroxychloroquine/Azi
thromycin-Brazil48 0 42 0 42 84 0 0   
Nitazoxanide-Romark49 0 195 0 184 379 0 0   
Colchicine-
COLCORONA2 9 2253 5 2235 448

8 0.4 0.22   
Losartan-MN50 
 0 59 0 58 117 0 0   
Niclosamide51 0 34 0 33 67 0 0   
Aspirin-ACTIV-4B52 0 136 0 144 280 0 0   
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2.5-mg apixaban-
ACTIV-4B52 0 136 0 135 271 0 0   
5-mg apixaban ACTIV-
4B52 0 136 0 143 279 0 0   
Sulodexide53 7 119 3 124 243 5.88 2.42   
Enoxaparin-ETHIC54 0 114 1 105 219 0 0.95   
Enoxaparin-OVID55 0 238 0 234 472 0 0   
Inhaled Ciclesonide-
COVIS56 
 

0 203 0 197 400 0 0 
  

Inhaled ciclesonide-
COVERAGE57 2 107 0 110 217 1.87 0   
Zinc58 0 50 0 58 108 0 0   
Ascorbic acid58 0 50 1 48 98 0 2.08   
Zinc/Ascorbic acid58 0 50 2 58 108 0 3.45   
Homeopathy-COVID-
Simile59 0 44 0 42 86 0 0   
Saliravira60 0 56 0 87 143 0 0   
Azithromycin-Atomic261 1 147 1 145 292 0.68 0.69   
Azithromycin-
ACTION62 0 72 0 125 197 0 0   
Resveratrol63 0 50 0 50 100 0 0   
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