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Summary

Background

Real-world evidence on the effectiveness of oral antiviralsin mild-to-moderate COVID-19
patients is urgently needed. This retrospective cohort study aims to evaluate the clinical and
virologic outcomes associated with molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir use in COVID-19

patients during a pandemic wave dominated by the Omicron BA.2 variant.

Methods

We analyzed data from a territory-wide retrospective cohort of hospitalized patients with
confirmed diagnosis of SARS-CoV -2 infection from 26th February 2022 to 26th April 2022
in Hong Kong. Oral antiviral users were matched with controls using propensity-score
matching in aratio of 1:4. Study outcomes were a composite outcome of disease progression
(all-cause mortality, initiation of invasive mechanical ventilation [IMV], or intensive care
unit admission) and their individual outcomes, and lower viral load of cycle threshold (Ct)
value >30 cycles. Hazard ratios (HR) of event outcomes were estimated using Cox regression

models.

Results

Among 40,776 hospitalized patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection over a mean follow-up of
41.3 days with 925,713 person-days, 2,359 and 1,000 patients not initially requiring oxygen
therapy were initiated with molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir, respectively. The crude
incidence rates of all-cause mortality and IMV were 22.24 and 1.06 events per 10,000
person-days among molnupiravir users, 11.04 and 1.75 events per 10,000 person-days among
nirmatrelvir/ritonavir users. Oral antiviral use was associated with a significantly lower risk
of the composite outcome of disease progression (molnupiravir: HR=0.53, 95%CI=0.46-0.62,
p<0.001; nirmatrelvir/ritonavir: HR=0.33, 95%CI=0.24-0.46, p<0.001) than non-use, which
was consistently observed for all-cause mortality (molnupiravir: HR=0.55, 95%CI=0.47-0.63,
p<0.001; nirmatrelvir/ritonavir: HR=0.32, 95%CI=0.23-0.45, p<0.001). Molnupiravir users
had lower risks of IMV (HR=0.31, 95%CI=0.16-0.61, p<0.001). Timeto achieving lower
viral load was significantly shorter among oral antiviral users than matched controls
(molnupiravir: HR=1.21, 95%CI=1.07-1.37, p=0.002; nirmatrelvir/ritonavir: HR=1.25,
95%CI=1.04-1.50, p=0.015). Amongst survivors, nirmatrelvir/ritonavir had shorter length of
hospital stay (-0.70 days, 95%CIl=-1.37 to -0.04, p=0.039) than matched controls. Head-to-
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head comparison of molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir reported higher risk of mortality
(HR=1.53 95%CI=1.01-2.31, p=0.047) and longer length of hospital stay (0.83 days,
95%CI1=0.07-1.58, p=0.032) for molnupiravir users.

Conclusions
Against Omicron BA.2, initiation of novel oral antiviral treatment in hospitalized patients not

requiring any oxygen therapy was associated with lower risks of disease progression and all-

cause mortality, in addition to achieving low viral load faster.

Funding: Health and Medical Research Fund, Food and Health Bureau
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Resear ch in context

Evidence before this study

The medical and research community are actively exploring the use of oral antiviralsin
COVID-19 patients to lower their risks of hospitalization and death, and to reduce the burden
on healthcare systems. We searched Scopus and PubMed for studies until 13 May 2022 using
the search terms “SARS-CoV-2 OR COVID-19" AND “molnupiravir OR Lagevrio OR
EIDD-2801" OR “nirmatrelvir OR Paxlovid OR PF-07321332". Major studies examining the
safety and efficacy of molnupiravir include MOVe-IN and MOVe-OUT trias conducted in
hospitalized and non-hospitalized COVID-19 patients, respectively. Clinica evidence for the
use of ritonavir-boosted nirmatrelvir came from the EPIC-HR trial conducted among non-
hospitalized adults with COVID-19. While no clinical benefits have been observed with
molnupiravir use in the inpatient setting among patients with moderate-to-severe COVID-19,
early initiation of molnupiravir or nirmatrelvir/ritonavir within 5 days of symptom onset in
non-hospitalized patients with mild-to-moderate COVID-19 and risk factors for progression
to severe disease has been associated with relative risk reduction of hospitalization or death
by 30% and 88%, respectively. Notably, these clinical trials were conducted prior to the
prevalence of Omicron variant, and the efficacy of oral antivirals against this current variant
of concern can only be inferred from experimental evidence to date. Real-world evidence of

oral antiviral use in patients with SARS-CoV -2 infection of Omicron variant is lacking.

Added value of this study

To the best of our knowledge, thisis the first real-world study exploring the clinical use of
oral antivirals during a pandemic wave dominated by SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant. We
conducted aterritory-wide, retrospective cohort study to examine the effectiveness of
molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir in COVID-19 patients who did not require
supplemental oxygen on admission in Hong Kong. Early initiation of oral antivirals within 2
days of admission was associated with significantly lower risks of disease progression and
all-cause mortality, in addition to achieving low viral load faster than their respective
matched controls. Molnupiravir use was aso associated with asignificantly lower risk of

requiring invasive mechanical ventilation than non-use. Furthermore, our head-to-head
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comparison suggested arelatively larger reduction in mortality risk with

nirmatrelvir/ritonavir than molnupiravir use.

Implications of all the available evidence

Current guidelines are now prioritizing the distribution of oral antivirals to those who do not
require supplemental oxygen, but who are at the highest risk of disease progression. Our
study cohort reflected such prescription pattern in real-world clinical practice. The antiviral
effect and mortality benefit observed in this patient cohort support the use of oral antiviralsin
COVID-19 patients who do not require supplemental oxygen on admission during a
pandemic wave of Omicron variant. Our findings also support the prioritization of
nirmatrelvir/ritonavir over molnupiravir use in COVID-19 patients whenever accessible and
clinically appropriate, in view of the former’s substantial mortality benefit. Ongoing research
will inform the safety and effectiveness of oral antiviralsin specific patient populations (by

vaccination status and viral variants), drug combinations, and different healthcare settings.
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Manuscript text
I ntroduction

In the midst of the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic, various drugs have been
repurposed or developed for treating patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection. In December 2021,
molnupiravir (Lagevrio) and ritonavir-boosted nirmatrelvir (Paxlovid) are two ora antivirals
that have been granted Emergency Use Authorization (EUA) by the U.S. Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) for the treatment of non-hospitalized patients with mild-to-moderate
COVID-19, who are at risk of progression to severe disease, so as to reduce the burden on

healthcare systems by lowering their risk of hospitalization or death *%.

While both molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir are indicated for non-hospitalized patients
with mild-to-moderate COVID-19 within 5 days of symptom onset should they be at risk of
progression to severe disease, current guidelines give priority to nirmatrelvir/ritonavir and
another antiviral remdesivir (relative risk reduction by 87%) that have demonstrated higher
efficacy than molnupiravir in reducing hospitalization or death among COVID-19 patients
not requiring hospitalization or supplemental oxygen *. Notably, several concerns and
research gaps remain in the use of the two oral antivirals, for instance, if initiation in
asymptomatic COVID-19 patients is appropriate, the lack of clinical datain treating patients
infected with specific VOC, and their safety and efficacy in vaccinated individuals with
breakthrough infections >’. Furthermore, efficacy of molnupiravir asillustrated in the
MOVe-OUT tria has been questioned in light of its premature termination, imbalancesin
risk factors and COVID-19 severity of patients at baseline, results with borderline statistical
significance and of uncertain clinical significance, and discrepancies between interim and full

analyses that could not be fully explained by differencesin patient characteristics &*°.

Real-world evidence on the effectiveness of molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir in
COVID-19 patients is urgently needed **, as well as head-to-head comparison between the
two oral antivirals. This retrospective cohort study aims to evaluate the clinical and virologic
outcomes associ ated with molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir use in COVID-19 patients

during a community epidemic dominated by the Omicron BA.2 variant.
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Methods

Study Design

A territory-wide, retrospective cohort study was used to examine the effectiveness of oral
antivirals (molnupiravir or nirmatrelvir/ritonavir) in hospitalized adult patients with COVID-
19 without oxygen therapy in the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region, China, during
the observation period from 26th February 2022 to 5th May 2022.

Data Source and Study Population

Electronic health records of patients with COVID-19 were retrieved from the Hospital
Authority (HA), a statutory provider of public inpatient services and primary public
outpatient servicesin Hong Kong. Electronic health records included demographics, date of
registered death, hospital admission, emergency department visits, diagnoses, prescription
and drug dispensing records, procedures, and laboratory tests. The HA linked the health
records and anonymized population-based vaccination records of individuals provided by the
Department of Health using unique identification numbers (Hong Kong Identity Card or
foreign passport number). The database has been widely used for high-quality studiesto
evaluate the safety and effectiveness of drug treatments for COVID-19 at a population level
12 Our cohort comprised patients with positive results of reverse transcription-polymerase
chain reaction (RT-PCR) or rapid antigen test who were admitted to local public hospitals
from 26th February 2022 to 26th April 2022. Patients were eligible for inclusion if they had
been admitted within 3 days of their COVID-19 diagnosis date, or if COVID-19 diagnosis
was confirmed within 3 days of their admission date, so as to account for any potential time
lag in the confirmation of cases during an upsurge of patients with SARS-CoV -2 infection.
The index date was defined as the date of hospital admission (day 0). Patients who were
admitted to hospital with COVID-19 before 26th February 2022 (the date of first
molnupiravir prescription) or after 26th April 2022 (less than 1 week of follow-up), aged <18

years, or with oxygen support or mechanical ventilation on the index date, were excluded.

This study was approved by the institutional review board of the University of Hong Kong /
Hospital Authority Hong Kong West Cluster (reference no. UW 20-493). Given the
extraordinary nature of the COVID-19 pandemic, individual patient-informed consent was

not required for this retrospective cohort study using anonymized data.
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Treatment Exposure and Follow-up Period

Hospitalized patients with COVID-19 without oxygen therapy and receiving early (i)
molnupiravir and (i) nirmatrelvir/ritonavir treatment at public hospitals during the
observation period were defined as (i) molnupiravir users and (ii) nirmatrelvir/ritonavir users.
We defined treatment exposure period at 2 days within admission to mitigate potential
immortal time bias between treatment initiation and admission™*°. Controls were selected
from the cohort of hospitalized patients with COVID-19 without oxygen therapy who did not
receive oral antivirals (molnupiravir and/or Paxlovid) during the observation period, using the
propensity-score in aratio of 1:4. Patients were observed from the index date until registered
death, the occurrence of outcome events, crossover of ora antiviral treatment, or the end of

the observation period (5th May 2022), whichever came first.

Outcomes

Study outcomes were a composite outcome of disease progression (all-cause mortality,
initiation of invasive mechanical ventilation [IMV], or intensive care unit [|CU] admission)
and their individual outcomes, and lower viral load of cycle threshold (Ct) value >30 cycles.
Hospital length of stay (LOS) was also determined for discharged survivors. In response to an
upsurge of COVID-19 cases during the study period and the limited number of hospital beds,
the HA had revised their discharge criteria on 26th February 2022 to allow patients
hospitalized with COVID-19 to be discharged as early as they were deemed clinically stable
by their attending physicians, and provided that their residential premises were suitable for
isolation or they would be accepted by community isolation facilities, where they would
continue their isolation until negative test results were obtained (on days 6 and 7 for fully
vaccinated individuals [with at |east two doses]; and day 14 for those not fully vaccinated

[unvaccinated or vaccinated with only one dose]) *°.

Over the follow-up period, changesin the proportion of patients in respective clinical status
(namely in-hospital death, on supplemental oxygen or mechanical ventilation, without

oxygen therapy, and discharged) were compared between molnupiravir and control groups.

Baseline Covariates
Baseline covariates of patients included age, sex, symptomatic presentation, Charlson

Comorbidity Index (CCI), concomitant trestments initiated on the index date (antibiotics,
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dexamethasone and other systemic steroids, interferon-f3-1b, baricitinib, tocilizumab, and
paracetamol), COVID-19 vaccination status (fully vaccinated [with at |east two doses of
Comirnaty or 3 doses of CoronaVeac), and laboratory parameters at admission (Ct value,

lactate dehydrogenase, C-reactive protein, and lymphocyte count).

Statistical Analyses

Propensity-score models conditional on the aforementioned baseline covariatesin alogistic
regression model was performed, and the propensity of receiving each oral antiviral was
estimated. Missing laboratory parameters (Supplementary Table 1) for oral antiviral users
were imputed 20 times using other parameters in the propensity-score model *'. We applied
Rubin’s rules to pool the treatment effects estimated from the 20 independent imputed
datasets ®. We used the standardized mean difference (SM D) to assess the balance of each
baseline covariate between the groups before and after propensity-score matching, with SMD

greater than 0.1 indicating covariate imbalance *°.

Hazard ratios (HR) with 95% confidence intervals (Cl) of each outcome between oral
antiviral users and non-users were estimated using Cox regression models. Further analysis
on the head-to-head comparison of molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir on each outcome

was performed after re-matching baseline covariates of two oral antiviral groups.

All statistical analyses were performed using Stata version 17 (StataCorp LP, College Station,
TX). All significance tests were 2-tailed, where P-value <0.05 was considered statistically

significant.
Results

In this territory-wide, retrospective cohort study, atotal of 40,776 hospitalized patients with
confirmed diagnosis of SARS-CoV -2 infection over a mean follow-up of 41.3 days with
925,713 person-days were identified from 26th February 2022 to 26th April 2022, where
2,359 and 1,000 were prescribed molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir during admission on
or before 26th April 2022, respectively (Figure 1). Baseline characteristics of oral antiviral
and control groups before matching are presented in Supplementary Table 2. After 1:4
propensity-score matching, this analysis included 2,116 molnupiravir users (with 8,396
matched control) and 991 nirmatrelvir/ritonavir (with 3,952 matched control) with COVID-
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19 not initially requiring any oxygen therapy at baseline. After matching, propensity score
distribution of oral antiviral and matched control groups were highly overlapping
(Supplementary Figure 1) while baseline characteristics of patients were balanced between

oral antiviral and matched control groups with all SMDs <0.1 (Table 1). The median duration
from symptom onset to molnupiravir initiation was 2 (interquartile range{IQR]: 1-3) days,

and that from symptom onset to nirmatrelvir/ritonavir initiation was 2 (IQR: 1-3) days. The
proportion of molnupiravir who received molnupiravir 800mg twice daily for 5 days was 96.2%
while the proportion of nirmatrelvir/ritonavir users who completed the 5-days regimen

(nirmatrelvir 300mg with ritonavir 100mg twice daily for 5 days) was 98.5%.

The crude incidence rates of all-cause mortality and IMV were 22.24 and 1.06 events per
10,000 person-days among molnupiravir users, 11.04 and 1.75 events per 10,000 person-days
among nirmatrelvir/ritonavir users (Table 2). Oral antiviral use was associated with a
significantly lower risk of the composite outcome of disease progression (molnupiravir:
HR=0.53, 95%CI=0.46-0.62, p<0.001; nirmatrelvir/ritonavir: HR=0.33, 95%CI=0.24-0.46,
p<0.001) than non-use, which was consistently observed for all-cause mortality
(molnupiravir: HR=0.55, 95%CI=0.47-0.63, p<0.001; nirmatrelvir/ritonavir: HR=0.32,
95%CI1=0.23-0.45, p<0.001) (Table 2 and Figure 2). Molnupiravir users had lower risks of
IMV (HR=0.31, 95%CI=0.16-0.61, p<0.001). Timeto achieving lower viral load was
significantly shorter among oral antiviral users than matched controls (molnupiravir:
HR=1.21, 95%CIl=1.07-1.37, p=0.002; nirmatrelvir/ritonavir: HR=1.25, 95%Cl=1.04-1.50,
p=0.015) (Table 2 and Figure 2). Amongst survivors, nirmatrelvir/ritonavir had shorter length
of hospital stay (-0.70 days, 95%CI=-1.37 to -0.04, p=0.039) than matched controls.

Since day-3 from baseline, the proportion of patients with in-hospital death was noticeably
higher in the control group than oral antiviral users (Molnupiravir: 1.4% vs 0.6%;
nirmatrelvir/ritonavir: 1.1% vs 0.4%), which persisted until day-28 of follow-up
(Molnupiravir: 14.8% vs 8.3%; nirmatrelvir/ritonavir: 10.3% vs 3.2%) (Figure 3). The
proportion of patients discharged was generally comparable between oral antiviral and

matched control groups throughout the observation period.

Table 3 demonstrates a head-to-head comparison of molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir

after one-to-one propensity score matching, and reports higher risk of mortality (HR=1.53
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95%CIl=1.01-2.31, p=0.047) and longer length of hospital stay (0.83 days, 95%CI=0.07-1.58,

p=0.032) for molnupiravir users.
Discussion

In this retrospective cohort of COVID-19 patients not requiring any supplemental oxygen on
admission, initiation of molnupiravir or nirmatrelvir/ritonavir was associated with
significantly lower risks of disease progression and all-cause mortality, in addition to
achieving low viral load faster than their respective matched controls. Molnupiravir use was
also associated with a significantly lower risk of IMV initiation; while nirmatrelvir/ritonavir
users had a shorter length of hospital stay than their control counterparts. Furthermore, our
head-to-head comparison suggested arelatively larger reduction in mortality risk with
nirmatrelvir/ritonavir than molnupiravir use. To our knowledge, thisisthe first real-world
study exploring the clinical use of oral antivirals during a pandemic wave dominated by the
SARS-CoV-2 Omicron BA.2 variant.

Based on the very limited studies on the safety and efficacy of oral antiviralsin COVID-19
patients, current guidelines and the medical community are now prioritizing their distribution
to those who do not require supplemental oxygen, but who are at the highest risk of disease
progression, i.e. who will likely benefit the most from antivirals ***?*#, Our study cohort
reflected such prescription pattern in real-world clinical practice; and provided real-world
evidence supporting their use in those at risk of progression to severe disease, namely the
elderly with multiple pre-existing comorbidities and who had not been fully vaccinated,
during a pandemic wave dominated by the Omicron variant. The significant risk reductionin
disease progression associated with both molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir was mainly
driven by a substantial reduction in mortality risk, which has been illustrated in respective
major clinical trials *%. Despite an inpatient setting of the current study, our patient
population who did not require any supplemental oxygen at baseline was likely different from
that of the MOVe-IN tria, where the majority presented with moderate-to-severe COVID-19
and approximately half of the patients were on oxygen therapy 2. Meanwhile, our
molnupiravir users probably resembled those of the MOV e-OUT trial, where the antiviral
was initiated early to patients with mild-to-moderate COVID-19 and risk factors for severe
disease 2. Molnupiravir users were also more likely than the placebo group to achieve

improved clinical outcomes and greater viral load reduction during follow-up %.
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Correspondingly, our results were in line with the latter establishing a significant mortality
benefit and reduced disease progression (of increasing oxygen needs) among molnupiravir
users, whilst these were not evident in the MOV e-IN trial when it was initiated at alater and

more severe stage of COVID-19 %,

In terms of viral load reduction, our patients managed to achieve low viral load faster with
molnupiravir or nirmatrelvir/ritonavir use upon SARS-CoV-2 infection of the Omicron
variant, which added clinical support to the efficacy of oral antivirals demonstrated in
experimental studies %, In recent studies based on previous VOC (including Delta), early
initiation of molnupiravir has been shown to promote clinical improvement and symptom
resolution in patients with mild-to-moderate COVID-19, in addition to accelerating viral |oad
reduction, SARS-CoV-2 RNA clearance, and elimination of infectious virus >, The
EPIC-HR trial was also conducted prior to the prevalence of Omicron variant, where
nirmatrelvir/ritonavir use was associated with significant viral load reduction of Delta variant
in patients with mild-to-moderate COV1D-19 compared to placebo 2%, To the best of our
knowledge, thisisthefirst clinical study offering real-world evidence of oral antiviral use
among COVID-19 patients during a pandemic wave of Omicron variant.

Our head-to-head comparison between the two oral antivirals offers preliminary evidence
confirming the prioritization of nirmatrelvir/ritonavir over molnupiravir in COVID-19
patients who do not require supplemental oxygen, whenever accessible and clinically
appropriate **?*. A relatively larger reduction in all-cause mortality risk was observed with
nirmatrelvir/ritonavir use in this study, in addition to its greater efficacy in preventing
COVID-19-related hospitalization than molnupiravir in previous trials, and without the risk
of host mutational activity ™. Recently, an experimental study hypothesized that the efficacy
of different antivirals may be influenced by their drug concentrations in the lungs of COVID-
19 patients *. For instance, both remdesivir and EIDD-1931 (active metabolite of
molnupiravir) have been identified as substrates of equilibrative nucleoside transporters (ENT)
1 and 2, while nirmatrelvir is not ****. During acute lung injury and tissue hypoxiainduced by
SARS-CoV-2 infection, ENT repression may contribute to lower pulmonary concentrations
of remdesivir and EIDD-1931 compared to that of nirmatrelvir, hence the latter may
demonstrate higher effectivenessin COVID-19 patients than remdesivir and molnupiravir
with controversial findings . Nonetheless, further in vivo studies are needed to confirm
such postulation, explore other potential mechanisms and their application to specific

COVID-19 patient populations. While molnupiravir is recommended only when neither
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nirmatrelvir/ritonavir nor remdesivir are accessible or clinically appropriate, molnupiravir
still has its own merit considering its ease of administration viathe oral route (compared to
parenteral administration for remdesivir), no apparent drug-drug interactions (which are
significant for nirmatrelvir/ritonavir), and no dosage adjustment needed based on hepatic or

renal impairment (which is necessary for nirmatrelvir/ritonavir) *4%°,

This territory-wide, retrospective cohort study of COVID-19 patients who did not initially
require supplemental oxygen suggested that initiating oral antivirals within 2 days of
admission was associated with significant risk reduction in disease progression and all-cause
mortality, and achieving low viral load faster compared to non-use. Referring to the medical
records of hospitalized cases who were closely monitored, clinical outcomes and procedures
were systematically documented and analyzed. Medication adherence could also be
guaranteed in an inpatient setting compared to oral antiviral usersin the community.
Nevertheless, several limitations of our study should be acknowledged. Firstly, we cannot
exclude the possibility of selection bias or confounding by indication in this observational
study, despite our population-based cohort was fully representative of the local COVID-19
patient population who did not require supplemental oxygen on admission. Besides, the
clinical profile of our patients who would be deemed at risk of progression to severe COVID-
19 might be different from those in the mgjor trials of molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir,

2223 \whilst ours was old

for instance, their dominant risk factor was overweight or obesity
age. Secondly, since the Ct value was no longer adopted as one of the discharge criteria
during our study period, patients might have already been deemed clinically stable for
discharge before reaching the specific cutoff. Accordingly, further studies are needed to
confirm our findings on viral load reduction and length of hospital stay associated with oral
antiviral use. Results from ongoing trials (hamely PANORAMIC and RECOVERY) and

observational studies are awaiting **°

, and further research is needed to explore the safety
and effectiveness of oral antivirals in different patient populations (especialy by COVID-19
vaccination status and VOC), drug combinations, and other healthcare settings such as

nursing homes or residential care facilities.

As proposed by the medical and research community, logistics and distribution issues should
be adequately addressed by governments and the healthcare sector to meet ethical standards
and promote optimal and equitable access in the face of limited supplies, such as developing

an evidence-based scoring system or risk prediction tools to help physicians prioritizing the
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distribution of oral antivirals to COVID-19 patients who would most likely benefit from them,
based on predicted efficacy and risk assessments *"***, Notably, some unknown long-term
risks associated with molnupiravir use include possible carcinogenicity and teratogenicity, as
mutations have been observed in mammalian cellsin vitro; and the risk of emergence of more
infectious and vaccine-resistant viral variants attributed to the genetic mutationsinduced "
94042 Moreover, concerns about the development of drug resistance to molnupiravir and
nirmatrelvir/ritonavir have been raised, especially considering the high mutation rates of
SARS-CoV-2 and potential selective pressure induced by an extensive use of antiviral
monotherapy ***. Active pharmacovigilance programs and sequencing of viral mutations are
essential to monitoring their long-term safety and effectiveness in different patient

populations and waves of COVID-19 pandemic %

In conclusion, this retrospective cohort study of COVID-19 patients who did not initially
require supplemental oxygen suggested that early initiation of oral antivirals was associated
with significant risk reduction in disease progression and all-cause mortality, as well as
achieving low viral load faster than non-use. Furthermore, arelatively larger reduction in
mortality risk could be observed with nirmatrelvir/ritonavir use compared to molnupiravir
during a pandemic wave of the SARS-CoV-2 Omicron BA.2 variant. Ongoing research will
inform the safety and effectiveness of oral antivirals in specific patient populations, drug

combinations, and healthcare settings.
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Figure 1. Identification of molnupiravir users, nirmatrelvir/ritonavir users, and their matched controls among patients hospitalized with COVID-19 not
requiring oxygen therapy from 26 February 2022 to 26 April 2022 in Hong Kong
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Figure 2. Cumulative incidence plots of (a) composite progression outcome, (b) all-cause mortality, and (c) lower viral load for molnupiravir users versus tt
matched controls, and (a) compasite progression outcome, (b) all-cause mortality, and (c) lower viral load for nirmatrelvir/ritonavir users versus their matct

controls
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Figure 3. Comparison of disease status at days 3, 7, 14, 21, and 28 after the index date (hospital admission) a) between molnupiravir users and
their matched controls, and b) between nirmatrelvir/ritonavir users and their matched controls
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of inpatients with COVID-19 in (a) molnupiravir and respective matched control groups, and (b) nirmatrelvir-
ritonavir and respective matched control groups after 1:4 propensity score matching

After 1:4 propensity score matching

. - Molnupiravir Control Nirmatrelvir-ritonavir Control
Baseline characteristics (12,1160 (=83%)  SMD (n=991) ("=3952)  SMD
N/Mean %/SD N/Mean %/SD N/Mean %/ SD N/Mean %/SD
Age, years T 79.1 13.6 79.2 14.9 0.00 77.2 14.0 77.8 16.2 0.04
18-40 38 (1.8%) 248 (3.0%) 30 (3.0%) 168 (4.3%)
40-65 288 (13.6%) 1,095 (13.0%) 0.08 147 (14.8%) 584 (14.8%) 0.07
>65 1,790 (84.6%) 7,053 (84.0%) 814 (82.1%) 3,200 (81.0%)
Sex
Male 1,083 (51.2%) 4,257 (50.7%) 0.01 503 (50.8%) 1,957  (49.5%) 0.02
Female 1033 (488%) 4,139 (49.3%) 488 (49.2%) 1,995  (50.5%) '
Pre-existing comorbidities
Charlson's Index T 5.8 2.0 5.8 21 0.04 5.1 1.7 5.1 19 0.00
1-4 499 (23.6%) 2,046 (24.4%) 333 (33.6%) 1283 (32.5%)
5-6 938 (44.3%) 3,693 (44.0%) 0.02 490 (49.5%) 1,978 (50.1%) 0.03
7-14 679 (321%) 2,657 (31L.7%) 168 (17.0%) 691 (17.5%)
Previous SARS-CoV-2 infection 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) NA 0 (0.0%) 0 (0.0%) NA
Fully vaccinated* 141 (6.7%) 537 (6.4%) 0.01 100 (10.1%) 375 (9.5%) 0.02
Concomitant treatments initiated at admission
Antibiotics 239 (11.3%) 943 (11.2%) 0.00 165 (16.6%) 667 (16.9%) 0.01
Immunomodulators 322 (15.2%) 1,312 (15.6%) 0.01 121 (12.2%) 496 (12.6%) 0.01
Dexamethasone 292 (13.8%) 1,190 (14.2%) 0.01 101 (10.2%) 399 (10.1%) 0.00
Other systemic steroid 24 (1.1%) 99 (1.2%) 0.00 23 (2.3%) 89 (2.3%) 0.00
Interferon-p-1b 17 (0.8%) 59 (0.7%) 0.01 4 (0.4%) 13 (0.3%) 0.01
Baricitinib 2 (0.1%) 8 (0.1%) 0.00 7 (0.7%) 18 (0.5%) 0.03
Tocilizumab 0 (0.0%) 3 (0.0%) 0.03 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.1%) 0.03
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Laboratory parameters at admissiont

Cycle threshold value at admission, cycle
<20
20-<30
30-<35
>35

Lactate dehydrogenase, U/L

C-reactive protein, mg/L

Lymphocyte, x10%/L

22.9
767
1,044
173
132
269.8
52.8
11

6.2
(36.3%)
(49.3%)

(8.2%)

(6.29%)

186.3
54.2
1.1

22.8
3,065
4,136

677

518
270.5

54.9

11

7.4
(36.5%)
(49.3%)
(8.1%)
(6.2%)
109.3
49.2
1.4

0.01

0.01

0.01
0.04

0.00

234
365
430
129
67
252.2
43.3
1.2

6.9
(36.8%)
(43.4%)
(13.0%)
(6.8%)
126.2
49.6

20

22.9

7.9

1,502 (38.0%)
1,722 (43.6%)

491 (12.4%)
237 (6.0%)
2516 816
44.4 44.8
1.2 2.2

0.06

0.04

0.01
0.03

0.01

Notes: ACEI/ARB = angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors/ angiotensin receptor blockers; NA = not applicable; NSAID = non-steroidal
anti-inflammatory drugs; SD = standard deviation; SMD = standardized mean difference

* Fully vaccinated patients were defined as those with at least 2 doses of Comirnaty or 3 doses of CoronaV ac.

T Age, Charlson Comorbidity Index, and laboratory parameters at admission are presented in mean + SD.
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Table 2. Hazard ratios of clinical and virologic outcomes for @) molnupiravir users versus their matched controls, and b) nirmatrelvir/ritonavir
users versus their match controls, and differences in hospital length of stay between the groups amongst discharged survivors

Molnupiravir (N=2,116)

Control (N=8,396)

d Ag paljiisp 10U sem yaiym)

3
2
g
<
=)
3
5‘.
)
._:.'
Cumulative Crude incidence rate Cumulative Crude incidence rate Molnupiravir vs Control -i
dutcomes incidence (Events/ 10,000 person-days) incidence (Events/ 10,000 person-days) g
New . 0 Person-  New . 0 Person- 0 R
events Rate Estimate 95% ClI days events Rate Estimate 95% ClI days HRT 95% ClI P. vai;u% g
~omposite progression outcome* 189 8.9% 22.24 (19.18, 25.64) 84988 1365 16.3% 37.68 (35.70, 39.73) 362,289 0.53 (0.46, 0.62) <O.@§_E' E
All-cause mortality 188 8.9% 2209 (19.04, 25.48) 85108 1,334 159% 36.69 (34.75, 38.71) 363,601 0.55 (0.47,0.63) <0.DL §
< =
Invasive mechanical ventilation 9 0.4% 1.06 (0.48, 2.01) 85,006 114 1.4% 3.15 (2.59, 3.78) 362,435 031 (0.16, 0.61) <O.(§E N
o
Intensive care unit admission 1 0.0% 0.12 (0.00, 0.65) 85,090 7 0.1% 0.19 (0.08, 0.40) 363,423 NA NA NA& % o
.ower viral load (cycle threshold 5 %ﬁ
alue>30 cycles) 30 41779 14891 (13304, 16615) 240 1072 45190 10060 (10313 11636 84 12l (1.07,137) O'O?é N
Mean 95% Cl Mean 95% Cl Diff 95% ClI P-vatué {3
. s 5
{ospital length of stay, days 10.85 (10.47, 11.23) 10.90 (10.67, 11.12) -004  (-052,043)  0.8603 5
583
. S . — _ Q 7
Nirmatrelvir-ritonavir (N=991) Control (N=3,952) §§ §
Cumulative Crude incidence rate Cumulative Crude incidence rate Nirmatrelvir-ritonavir vs Conteog =
dutcomes incidence (Events/ 10,000 person-days) incidence (Events/ 10,000 person-days) 232
°2a
>
NeW — pate  Estimate 95% Cl Person- NeW e Estimate 95% Cl Parson- prt o Cl Pvaligs
events days  events days =N
~omposite progression outcome* 40 4.0% 11.65 (8.33,15.87) 34,324 481 12.2% 27.34 (24.95, 29.90) 175936 0.33 (0.24, 0.46) <O.C§§‘-§
All-cause mortality 38 3.8% 11.04 (7.81, 15.16) 34412 472 11.9% 26.78 (24.42,2931) 176265 032  (0.23,045)  <0.0B% S
Invasive mechanica ventilation 6 0.6% 1.75 (0.64, 3.80) 34,324 35 0.9% 1.99 (1.39, 2.77) 175936 0.69 (0.29, 1.65) 0.485§ .
=0
Intensive care unit admission 0 0.0% 0.00 NA 34,412 1 0.0% 0.06 (0.00, 0.32) 176,246  NA NA NA ';3_3 g
.ower viral load (cycle threshold ‘i%
alue>30 cycles) 147 185% 18184  (15363,21373) O 59 15700 12966 (11864,14143) 226 125 (104150 001%%&
e}
Mean 95% Cl Mean 95% ClI Diff 95% ClI P-valug 8
=
{ospital length of stay, days 9.52 (9.02, 10.02) 10.22 (9.91, 10.52) -0.70  (-1.37,-0.04) 0.0395%
o
=
g
i.
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Notes: Cl = confidence interval; HR = hazard ratio; NA = not applicable
HR were estimated only when the number of eventsin both groups were more than or equal to 2.

T HR >1 (or <1) indicates oral antiviral users had higher (lower) risk of outcome or quick (slower) time to lower viral load compared to the
matched control group.

* Composite progression outcome includes all-cause mortality, invasive mechanical ventilation, and intensive care unit admission.
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Table 3. Hazard ratios of clinical and virologic outcomes for molnupiravir users versus nirmatrelvir-ritonavir users, and differences in hospital

length of stay between the groups amongst discharged survivors

Molnupiravir Nirmatrelvir-
(N=967) ritonavir (N=967)  Molnupiravir vs Nirmatrelvir-
Outcomes Cumulative Cumulative ritonavir
incidence incidence
New events Rate Newevents Rate HRT 95% ClI P-value
Composite progression outcome* 58 6.0% 38 39% 144 (0.96,218) 0.078
All-cause mortality 58 6.0% 36 3.7% 153 (1.01,231) 0.047
Invasive mechanical ventilation 1 0.1% 5 05% NA NA NA
Intensive care unit admission 0 0.0% 0 0.0% NA NA NA
Lower viral load (cycle threshold value >30 cycles) 132 16.5% 140 17.9% 0.88 (0.69,1.11) 0.281
Diff 95% ClI P-value
Hospital length of stay, days 0.83 (0.07,158) 0.032

Notes: Cl = confidence interval; HR = hazard ratio

HR were estimated only when the number of eventsin both groups were more than or equal to 2.

T HR >1 (or <1) indicates molnupiravir users had higher (lower) risk of outcome or quick (slower) timeto lower viral load compared to the

nirmatrelvir-ritonavir users.

* Composite progression outcome includes all-cause mortality, invasive mechanical ventilation, and intensive care unit admission.
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