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Take home: This study demonstrates that the use of hydroxychloroquine with or without

azithromycin might have benefits in positive-to-negative conversion of SARS-CoV-2 and

reduction of progression rate, but was associated with increased mortality in COVID-19.
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Running title: Hydroxychloroquine for treating COVID-19

Abstract.

Backgrounds.

Since COVID-19 outbreak, various agents have been tested but no proven effective
therapies have been identified. This has led to a lot of controversies among associated
researches. Hence, in order to address the issue of using hydroxychloroquine in treating

COVID-19 patients, we conducted a systematic review and meta-analysis.

Methods.

A thorough search was carried out to find relevant studies in MEDLINE, medRxiv,
PubMed, Cochrane Database, China Academic Journals Full-text Database and Web of
Science. Two investigators independently reviewed 274 abstracts and 23 articles. The
trials which evaluated hydroxychloroquine for treatment of COVID-19 were included for
this systematic review. Two investigators assessed quality of the studies and data

extraction was done by one reviewer and cross checked by the other.

Results.

Five trials involving 677 patients were included while conducting the meta-analysis.
Compared with the control group, hydroxychloroquine with or without azithromycin
showed benefits in positive-to-negative conversion of SARS-CoV-2 (odds ratio [OR],
1.95 [95% CI,0.19 to 19.73] and a reduction in progression rate (OR, 0.89 [95% CI, 0.58
to 1.37]), but without demonstrating any statistical significance. This systematic review
has also suggested a possible synergistic effect of the combination therapy which included

hydroxychloroquine and azithromycin. However, the use of hydroxychloroquine alone
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was associated with increased mortality in COVID-19 patients.

Conclusion.

The use of hydroxychloroquine with or without azithromycin for treatment of COVID-
19 patients, seems to be effective. The combination of hydroxychloroquine and
azithromycin has shown synergic effects. However, mortality rate was increased when

the treatment was conducted with hydroxychloroquine.
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INTRODUCTION

In December 2019, the sudden outbreak of newly detected coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2)
resulted in spread of coronavirus disease (COVID-19) to other countries, leading to a
global pandemic. This virus was initially reported in the Hubei province, Wuhan, China
[1]. As of April 27, 2020, more than 3 million people have been rapidly affected by
COVID-19 worldwide and over two hundred thousand people have died in more than 200
countries due to this deadly disease [2]. As COVID-19 is spreading at a fast pace therefore
without wasting time researchers are working tirelessly to find an effective treatment for
this disease. However, despite all the efforts there is no proven, effective,
pharmacological treatment available currently except following infection control and

preventive strategies such as personal protective measures and social distancing,.

Various active clinical trials are underway to detect effectiveness of ribavirin, remdesivir,
lopinavir/ritonavir and hydroxychloroquine for COVID-19 treatment. The pathogenic
mechanisms of SARS-CoV-2 might be related to its impact on immune system since
SARS-CoV-2 can infect T cells [3]. Therefore, recently conducted studies have drawn a
lot of attention to the possible benefit of hydroxychloroquine, an antimalarial agent with
an immunomodulatory activity which has been used at a large-scale for the treatment of

rheumatic disease mainly because of its relatively low price and considerable safety.
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Colson et al. has speculated that hydroxychloroquine might be the choice in treating

COVID-19 patients [4]. Some in vitro studies have demonstrated that

hydroxychloroquine has a potent antiviral activity against SARS-CoV-2 [5, 6]. Based on

the outcome seen in some in vitro studies, numerous clinical studies were launched but

only few of these which were published, presented relevant results and highlighted the

efficacy of different treatment modalities [7-15]. Additionally, a lot of controversial

findings are noticed among the researches. A study conducted by Gautret et al. has

supported that hydroxychloroquine is effective in reducing viral load [8], while there are

a few studies which disagree with this [7]. Some research studies have even reported

harmful effects of hydroxychloroquine [10, 16]. Moreover, most of the published studies

had small sample size [7-9, 13] or conducted a non-randomized clinical trial (non-RCT),

which are major limitations in deriving a sound outcome [8, 10-12, 14, 15]. Many review

articles which have discussed the use of hydroxychloroquine in COVID-19 patients

showed limitation as they included only few relevant studies, significant Chinese studies

were omitted and analysis of treatment effects was not quantified while formulating the

results [17-19]. Recently, two systematic review with meta-analysis were published

which had small sample size [20] and there was no clear clarity with regard to the effects

of using hydroxychloroquine alone, or when combined with azithromycin, for the

treatment of COVID-19 [21]. These systematic review did not include any national trials
6
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and also excluded population of non-Hispanic black while conducting their research [20,

21].

On April 24, FDA issued a warning against use of hydroxychloroguine and chloroquine

for treating patients with COVID-19 due to its serious adverse effect, such as heart

arrhythmias being reported in some patients. Therefore, efficacy and safety of

hydroxychloroquine for patient with COVID-19 is still uncertain. In view of severe

outbreak of COVID-19 and rapid increase of studies being conducted, it is crucial to

systematically evaluate the relevant studies in a rigorous manner. Hence, we conducted a

systematic review and meta-analysis to demonstrate the significance of present evidence

regarding benefits and safety of hydroxychloroguine use, for the treatment of COVID-19

patients.

METHODS

Data Search

We systematically searched the MEDLINE, medRxiv, PubMed, China Academic

Journals Full-text Database, Cochrane database and Web of Science database up till April

27, 2020, with no language restrictions taken into consideration. In addition, relevant

articles were also obtained from the reference list of reports which were identified using
7
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this search strategy. The main key words included the following terms, “COVID-19”,

“SARS-CoV-2” and “hydroxychloroquine”.

Study Selection

Two reviewers reviewed 251 abstracts and 23 full-text articles independently. Our study

included only comparative studies that examined the efficacy or safety of

hydroxychloroquine with or without azithromycin in comparison with standard treatment

based on factors such as virological cure, degree of progression to severe illness and all-

cause mortality as identified in COVID-19 patients. Out of all the selected search material,

257 articles were excluded due to their inappropriate study design (review, editorial News

and letter). Among these, we also excluded a RCT as the results showed that 8 % (n=6)

of the patients assigned to hydroxychloroquine group did not receive any dose of

hydroxychloroquine and this might have caused misclassification bias in the study [22].

Quality Assessment

One reviewer extracted study-level data into standardized working tables, and the other

checked data accuracy. Two independent reviewers critically appraised the eligible

articles by using the Modified Downs and Black risk assessment scale [23]. This scale

consists of 27 items which assesses different study characteristics such as internal validity,
8
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statistical power and external validity. Publication bias was also assessed by using a

funnel plot.

Data Synthesis and Statistical Analysis

The efficacy outcome of interest in this article was virological clearance and progression
of disease. The safety outcome which we planned to investigate through this review, was
mortality. We analyzed the main beneficial outcome based on the consistency and
availability of results which were reported across various recruited trials such as the level
of virological clearance noticed after the treatment, which was defined as a negative result
of SARS-COV-2 after detecting it by real-time reverse transcription-PCR. We performed
the meta-analysis by using Mantel Hazel method for dichotomous data. In our present
study, either fixed-effect model or random effect model was used according to the level
of heterogeneity. The odds ratio (OR) was used as the common measure of association
across studies. We assessed statistical heterogeneity through the 12 index. Meta-analysis
was undertaken by using Cochrane Collaboration Review Manager (RevMan) software

version 5.3.

Subgroup Analysis

Subgroup analysis was carried out by including the clinical status (symptomatic or
9
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asymptomatic) and age so as to assess the impact of these variables on outcome.

RESULTS

Description of Included Trials

After selecting the relevant articles we found five eligible comparative trials that focused

on the benefits of hydroxychloroquine alone or in combination with azithromycin, for the

treatment of COVID-19. There were a total of 677 participants, and each trial included in

this research had sample size ranging from 30 to 368 [7-11]. Supplementary table 1 shows

the main characteristics of the eligible studies included in the research. Follow-up

duration of included trials ranged from 6 to 7 days. Among the included trials, two trials

which were conducted in China studied hydroxychloroquine effect at a dose of 400 mg

when given daily for 5 days [7, 9] and other French trial studied hydroxychloroquine

outcome at a doses of 600 mg given daily with or without azithromycin (500 mg at day 1

and 250 mg at days 2 to 5) [8]. In addition, another French trial tested hydroxychloroquine

effect when given at a dose of 600 mg daily [11] and another trial investigated benefits of

hydroxychloroquine, with or without azithromycin but dosage was not mentioned in the

research [10]. Among the five trials which were included, four trials mentioned their

exclusion criteria as - the patients who had known allergy to hydroxychloroquine or any

other known contraindication in terms of usage of the study drugs, such as retinopathy or
10
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pregnancy [7-9, 11]. However, one trial was conducted without considering any exclusion

criteria [10] and where the average age of participants was reported to be 62.6 years.

Quality of Included Studies

The risk of bias assessment is reported in supplementary figure 1. The average Downs

and Black score was 19, with a range between 18 and 22 (A higher score indicates less

bias).Various studies have shown different degree of bias wherein the RCT conducted by

Chen et al. has displayed the lowest risk of bias [9] and the open-label non-RCT had

shown the highest risk of bias [8]. One Chinese trial was described as randomized,

although the method of randomization, allocation concealment and blinding of assessors

during outcome evaluation was not mentioned [7] whereas another randomized control

trial properly described the method of randomization and double-blinding [9]. With

regard to the study design, one French trial was designed as open-label non- randomized

trial [8] and two other studies were planned as controlled retrospective studies [10, 11].

Atrial reported a loss of follow-up by participants while undergoing treatment hence they

were excluded during analysis planning due to their withdrawal from the study [8].

Effect on Antiviral Clearance

Antiviral clearance was calculated using results obtained from PCR which were
11
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documented as SARS-CoV-2 carriage during the follow-up period after treatment was
over. For conducting the meta-analysis, we used one-time observation of negative results
seen in PCR which were carried forward during analysis. Two studies have reported

treatment effects based on antiviral clearance [7, 8].

Only two trials were included for meta-analysis, assessing a total of 66 participants. We
found no significant evidence to verify whether hydroxychloroquine with or without
azithromycin used for the treatment was effective in reducing viral carriage (OR 1.95
[95% CI 0.19 to 19.73]). There was substantial and statistically significant heterogeneity
present while conducting this analysis (12 = 62%) (figure 2A). As for the treatment
undertaken by using hydroxychloroquine alone, the meta-analysis showed an increment
by 1.74 times as compared with control group (95% CI 0.51 to 5.91; 12 = 35%) while

evaluating the viral clearance (figure 2B).

One trial compared the effectiveness of combination therapy of hydroxychloroquine and
azithromycin with control group and the results indicated that there was a significant
reduction in viral load when combination therapy was used (OR 27.18 [95% CI 1.29 to
574.32]) (figure 2C) [8]. Based on intention-to-treat method, we also included 6 patients

in the research who did not follow up after the treatment was over during the French trial
12
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[8]. The pooled analysis implied a trend that treatment by hydroxychloroquine with or
without azithromycin was effective in reducing viral load in Covid-19 patients (OR 1.72
[95% CI 0.26 to 11.50]; 12 =49%) (figure 2D). A statistically significant reduction of the
viral carriage was noticed at D6-post inclusion while performing a French trial [8].
However, another trial conducted in Chinese patients indicated a shift towards favoring
the control group in reducing viral load at D7-post inclusion [7]. A Chinese study reported
that the use of hydroxychloroquine as compared to the control group where only standard
treatment was followed, could shorten clinical recovery time (TTCR) and promote

development of pneumonia (CT) [9].

Subgroups Analysis
Subgroup analysis was undertaken to explore the impact of different factors relating to
the context of the study that may influence the effectiveness of the intervention including,

clinical status and age.

Clinical status
A recent trial conducted by Gautret et al. which included 6 asymptomatic COVID-19
patients and 60 patients who showed symptoms of upper respiratory tract infection (URT]I)

or lower respiratory tract infection (LRTI) [8]. Another trial conducted in China included
13
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30 moderately affected COVID-19 patients who displayed symptoms such as fever or
respiratory tract infection [7]. Subgroup analysis performed according to baseline clinical
status of patients did not demonstrate any difference related to the effect of the
intervention. A meta-analysis which included patients with symptomatic clinical status
(e.g. URTI or LRTI) and had used hydroxychloroquine alone or in combination with
azithromycin for treatment, showed no significant evidence in the effect of the viral
elimination as seen by the value of odd’s ratio (OR 3.33 [95% CI 0.08 to 146.36]; 12=80%)
(supplementary figure 2A). Among the selected studies there were two studies that
included symptomatic patients who used hydroxychloroquine monotherapy [7, 8]. When
meta-analysis was conducted by including these two trials, no significant difference
between intervention and control groups was seen, in addition substantial statistical
heterogeneity was identified (1> = 69%) (supplementary figure 2B). A meta-analysis has
reported that in patients with symptomatic clinical status, usage of hydroxychloroquine
along with azithromycin for treatment of COVID-19 has showed beneficial outcome with
regard to seroconversion (OR 99.67 [95% CI 3.52 to 2818.12]) (supplementary figure

20).

Age

Out of all the included trials in our present research, one trial [8] has included only adults
14
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while the other trial [7] has included 4 participants younger than 18 years-old. To examine
the treatment effects on adults, we excluded those 4 patients and conducted subgroup
analysis. Data extracted from adult-specific subgroup analysis showed limited benefit of
using hydroxychloroquine alone or in combination with azithromycin for the purpose of
viral elimination (OR 3.59 [95% C1 0.07 to 183.82]; 12=82%) (supplementary figure 3A).
The result also showed that there was no significant evidence that could support that
hydroxychloroquine, when used without azithromycin for the treatment, was effective in
reducing viral carriage in adults (OR 2.71 [95% CI 0.09 to 80.15]; 1> =75%)
(supplementary figure 3B). A pooled analysis of adult patients highlighted that using
hydroxychloroquine plus azithromycin for the treatment showed significant benefits in
promoting viral seroconversion (OR 99.67 [95% CI 3.52 to 2818.12]) (supplementary

figure 3C).

Antiviral Effect of Hydroxychloroquine Monotherapy or Azithromycin-based
Combination Therapy

We conducted another meta-analysis to compare the antiviral effects of using
hydroxychloroquine alone, or when combined with azithromycin and the results showed
that there is an inclination of more benefits being detected with regard to reduction in

viral load in the combination group (OR 9.94 [95% CI 0.47 to 210.41]) (figure 3).
15
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Progression to Severe IlIness

During the research period, progression to severe illness as seen in COVID-19 patients in
association with the study drug was noticed in all the five included trials [7-11]. Although,
quantitatively lower rate of progression to severe illness was reported in the
hydroxychloroquine usage groups, whether with or without azithromycin combination,
but there was no significant difference documented when compared with control groups
(OR 0.89 [95% CI 0.58 to 1.37]; 1> =30%) (figure 4A). We analyzed the efficacy of
treatment in association with worsening of disease and the research findings showed a

more favorable outcome in the study drug groups. (figure 4B and 4C).

All-cause Mortality

For analyzing all-cause mortality, we included three trials which had relevant results
associated with regard to mortality [7, 8, 10]. The research findings concluded that
hydroxychloroquine use, whether in combination with azithromycin or not, was

associated with increased mortality in COVID-19 patients (figure 5A-C)

Death or Progression to Severe IlIness

The overall pooled OR was 1.00 for death or progression to severe illness in patients
16
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treated with hydroxychloroquine, with or without azithromycin versus control groups for
four studies that had complete data regarding the same [7-9, 11] (95% CI 0.27-3.75, |
=33%) (figure 6A). However, the pooled OR was 1.37 when a comparison of
hydroxychloroquine alone versus the control group was conducted (95% CI 0.09-21.97,

12 =59%) (figure 6B).

Publication Bias
In total, five trials were included in the present study and were appropriately evaluated
for publication bias by conducting funnel plot analysis. As shown in supplementary figure

4, there was no obvious publication bias reported.

17
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DISCUSSION

To solve the COVID-19 pandemic, it is urgently required to find effective

pharmacological agents. Hydroxychloroquine is a repositioning candidate, still with

reports of unclear efficacy and safety issue when used for the treatment of COVID-19.

Therefore, we conducted a systematic review and meta-analysis to address not only the

efficacy and safety issue of hydroxychloroquine, but also to explore its efficacy when

used in combination with azithromycin for treating COVID-19 patients. The present study

yielded several important findings. Firstly, hydroxychloroquine might show benefits in

virological clearance of SARS-CoV-2 and a reduction in the risk of disease progression,

although no statistical significant findings were reported. Secondly, the combination

therapy of hydroxychloroquine and azithromycin seems to show a synergistic effect.

Thirdly, use of hydroxychloroquine was associated with an increased mortality. To the

best of our knowledge, this study is the first systematic review and meta-analysis which

has addressed the issue of combining hydroxychloroquine and azithromycin in COVID-

19 patients, by summarizing available results extracted from clinical trials.

Our results have suggested that hydroxychloroquine use, whether in the form of

monotherapy or combined with azithromycin, has shown a beneficial response in

conversion of nucleic acid in COVID-19 patients as compared to the control groups.

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.07.20093831

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.07.20093831; this version posted May 12, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Consistent findings were also noted in groups treated with hydroxychloroquine alone or

groups where hydroxychloroquine and azithromycin-based combination therapy was

used. While conducting subgroup analysis with regard to symptomatic and adult

subpopulations, no statistically significant difference was found between drug treatment

group and control group in terms of virological cure. These results were based on the

outcome reported in only two trials which had their own limitations such as small sample

size (66 patients), short observation period (6-7 days) and short duration of drug treatment

(5-10 days) [7, 8]. Another small case series which included more severely infected

COVID-19 patients reported an unfavorable viral elimination with the combined use of

hydroxychloroquine and azithromycin [13]. However, Gautret et al. conducted a similar

study which included 80 patients and reported that hydroxychloroquine when co-

administered with azithromycin displayed a prompt reduction in viral load, with nearly

80-90% negative cases reported at Day7-8 [12]. Another cohort study which took place

in France, included 1061 new COVID-19 patients who were treated with

hydroxychloroquine and azithromycin. The study results showed excellent clinical

outcome and virological cure in 973 patients on day 10 (91.7%) with death reported in

few patients (0.75%) [15]. A study which was conducted in Iraq reported that 79 patients

were treated with a protocol which included hydroxychloroquine and other antiviral drugs

for dealing with diverse COVID-19 categories, showed a promising rate of complete
19
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clinical recovery [14]. In the present study, we found that hydroxychloroquine

monotherapy might decrease COVID-19 patients’ progression to worse illness but

without any reports of statistical significance. Although our results showed higher rate of

viral elimination and lower rate of disease worsening in patients treated with combination

of hydroxychloroquine and azithromycin, there was no significant difference in the

outcome when compared with control groups.

The anti-inflammatory effect of hydroxychloroquine on the immune system has been well

recognized. The antiviral mechanisms of hydroxychloroquine in treating COVID-19

patients has also been discovered, including increasing pH values of endosomes or

lysosomes, stopping the glycosylation of angiotensin converting enzyme (ACE) 2

receptor, inhibiting antigen processing and following major histocompatibility complex

(MHC)-I1I presentation to T cells and interrupting the interaction between cytosolic viral

DNA/RNA and toll-like receptors (TLRs) [24, 25]. Azithromycin, a member of the

macrolide family, has antibacterial, anti-inflammatory, and antiviral properties [26, 27].

Although azithromycin has been found to block influenza virus internalization into host

cells, its mechanism of action against SARS-CoV-2 is still uncertain [28]. Regarding the

antiviral effects of using combination of hydroxychloroquine and azithromycin, Andreani

et al. demonstrated that such combination showed a synergistic effect against SARS-CoV-
20
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2 when research was conducted in vitro [29].

In terms of safety issue, two RCT trials and one case series reported mild adverse effects

such as rash and diarrhea among patients [7, 9, 11]. . One comparative study which has

used hydroxychloroquine alone, found that 9.5% of patients experienced ECG change,

leading to its discontinuation [11]. Another case series which was conducted in France,

involving 11 patients reported that one patient developed QT prolongation [13]. Chorin

et al. also found that 11% of patient receiving combination therapy (hydroxychloroquine

and azithromycin) suffered from severe QT prolongation (>300 milliseconds) [16].

Notably, reports have suggested that both azithromycin and hydroxychloroquine are

associated with QT prolongation, and their combined use may potentiate this adverse

effect [30, 31].

In addition, we found that the incidence of mortality favored control group rather than the

use of hydroxychloroquine with or without azithromycin as demonstrated with an OR of

2.54 in the pooled analysis. Most of the included trials had small sample size which might

have impacted the significance of our results [8, 9]. Among the included studies, one of

them investigated by Magagnoli et al. had few findings which were different from the

rest. Here, subjects with contraindication to usage of hydroxychloroquine or had
21


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.07.20093831

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.07.20093831; this version posted May 12, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

significant comorbidities were not excluded from the patients population, comprised only

men whose median age was over 65 years, and majorly who were non-Hispanic black

[10]. Reports have indicated that the average age of COVID-19 patients was about 50

years, and the percentage distribution among male and female was nearly equal [30-32]

Since the mortality risk for COVID-19 varies by age, the current evidence suggests that

older people are at a higher risk of getting affected from COVID-19 than younger ones

[33, 34] and it might be related to multiple comorbidities commonly seen in older people

[35]. Higher rates of COVID-19 -related hospitalization among the elder population and

non-Hispanic black have also been found in the United States [36]. The mortality rate in

different countries might be also associated with socio-economic and political factors [37].

Therefore, our present results of pooled analysis might be biased as we also included the

demographic composition of patients, mentioned in the study conducted by Magagnoli et

al.

Despite the pertinent information demonstrated above, our systematic review has its own

limitations. As far as the lack of compiling sufficient data with regard to virological cure

as efficacy outcome is concerned, we tried to solve this problem by conducting a search

for unpublished literature and non-English journals to increase the guantity of relevant

integrated literature.. Most studies which are published are mainly observational studies
22
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and case series with substantial methodology concerns such as no framework of exclusion

criteria, and therefore susceptible to bias and confounding. Therefore, as there are limited

related RCTSs in the literature at present, only those were included in our study. In the lack

of experimental random allocation to the intervention, the effects of the

hydroxychloroquine might be overestimated. Furthermore, the two single-center RCTs

which were conducted in China had some limitations as it included small sample size, did

not conduct an international trial, and only limited data was available regarding the viral

load. In our present study, bias might be present since little information was provided on

demographic data, comorbidity, severity of disease, and the adverse effects of

hydroxychloroquine or azithromycin such as QT prolongation. In addition, we have not

performed a dose—response meta-analysis, due to the lack of original data. Finally, the

limited number of available studies which were included, made it unworkable to evaluate

the true effect of hydroxychloroquine. Therefore, the present results should be interpreted

cautiously, and further large, prospective RCTs needs to be conducted in a

methodologically rigorous manner.

CONCLUSION

The present study has suggested that hydroxychloroquine alone, or in combination with

azithromycin for COVID-19 treatment showed beneficial outcome but also higher
23
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mortality. The combination of hydroxychloroquine and azithromycin has demonstrated

synergistic effects. In future, large, randomized, placebo-controlled trials with longer

follow-up are needed to further confirm these findings.
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(A} Seroconversion of SARS-CoV-2 (HCQ * AZI vs. control)
HCQ % AZ| Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Chen J 2020

0.46 [0.04, 5.75]

Gautret P 2020 14 20 5 16 59.6% 5.13[1.23, 21.36]
Total (95% Cl) 35 31 100.0% 1.95[0.19, 19.73]
Total events 27 19

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 1.81; Chi2 = 2.66, df = 1 (P = 0.10); 2 = 62% J

Test for averall effect: Z =0.56 (P = 0.57) 0.01 01 1 10 100

Favours control  Favours HCQ + AZI
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Seroconversion of SARS-CoV-2 (HCQ * AZl vs. control) using intention-to-treat method
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Figure 2. Seroconversion of SARS-CoV-2. (HCQ £ AZI: hydroxychloroquine with or
without azithromycin; HCQ + AZIl: combination of hydroxychloroquine and

azithromycin)
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Seroconversion of SARS-CoV-2 (HCQ + AZl vs. HCQ, alone)
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Figure 3. Seroconversion of SARS-CoV-2 (Hydroxychloroquine plus azithromycin

versus hydroxychloroquine alone).
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Figure 4. Progression to severe illness.
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Gautret P 2020 0 6 0 16 Neot estimable
Magagnoli J 2020 (1) 25 113 18 158 100.0% 2.21[1.14, 4.28] .
Total (95% CI) 119 174 100.0% 2.21[1.14, 4.28] ‘
Total events 25 18 ) . ) )
Heterogeneity: Not applicable ID.D1 Cli1 1 1'0 100‘

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.35 (P = 0.02)

Footnotes
(1) Outcomes based on treatment exposure

Figure 5. All-cause mortality.
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{A) Death or clinical worsening of disease (HCQ * AZ| vs. control)

HCQ £ AZ| control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

udy or Suk ents Tota ents a eig | andom, 85% -H. Random, 9
Chen J 2020 1 15 0 15 13.1% 3.21[0.12, 85.20]
Chen Z 2020 0 31 4 31 154% 0.10[0.00,1.88] * -
Gautret P 2020 (1) 4 26 0 16  15.2% 6.60[0.33, 131.25] " ’
Mahevas M 2020 (2) 16 84 19 89 56.3% 0.87 [0.41, 1.82]
Total (95% CI) 156 151 100.0% 1.00 [0.27, 3.75]
Total events 21 23

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.66; Chiz = 4.46, df = 3 (P = 0.22); I = 33% g :

.01 0.1 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00) Favours HCQ + AZI Favours control

Footnotes
(1) We included all HCQ treated patients using intention-to-treat method (20 HCQ with or without AZI + € lost to follow up)
(2) Use weighted proportion data

(B) Death or clinical worsening of disease (HCQ alone vs. control)

HCQ Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random. 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Chen J 2020 1 15 Q 15 31.6% 3.21[0.12, 85.20] =
Chen Z 2020 0 31 4 31 344% 0.10 [0.00, 1.88] ¢ =
Gautret P 2020 (1) 4 20 0 16  34.0% 9.00 [0.45, 180.84] - &

Total {95% Cl) 66 62 100.0% 1.37 [0.09, 21.97]
Total events 5 4 ‘ ‘ . .

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 3.54; Chi? = 4.87, df = 2 (P = 0.09); I* = 59% J

Test for averall effect: Z = 0.22 (P = 0.82) 0.01 ngours HCQ 1 Favours cgglro\ 100

Footnotes
(1) We included all HCQ treated patients using intention-to-treat method (14 HCQ + & lost to follow up)

Figure 6. Death or clinical worsening of disease.
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