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78 Efficacy of Anakinra in the Management of Patients with COVID-19 Infection: A 

79 Randomized Clinical Trial

80 Abstract 

81 Background: The global pandemic of COVID-19 infections continues to grow worldwide, with rising 

82 number of deaths day by day.  The hyperinflammation state contributes to the multiorgan failure 

83 associated with COVID-19 infections. This study aims to explore the efficacy and safety of anakinra in 

84 COVID-19 patients with both respiratory distress and cytokine release syndromes.    

85

86 Methods: This was an open-label, multicenter, randomized clinical trial. Patients were randomized in 1:1 

87 ratio to receive standard of care (SOC) alone, or anakinra plus SOC. Adults with confirmed COVID-19 

88 infection with evidence of both respiratory distress and cytokine release syndrome were included. The 

89 primary outcome was treatment success at day 14, defined as WHO clinical progression score of ≤3. The 

90 primary analysis was based on intention-to-treat population, with p-value of <0.05.

91

92 Results: A total of 80 patients were enrolled in the study. The mean age was 49.9 years (SD=11.7), with 

93 82.5% (n=66) male patients. The primary outcome was not statistically different (87.5% (n=35) in 

94 anakinra group vs. 92.5% (n=37) in SOC group, p=0.712). The majority of reported adverse events were 

95 mild in severity and not related to the study treatment. Increased aspartate aminotransferase was the 

96 only significant adverse event (35% (n=14) in anakinra group vs. 15% (n=6) in SOC group, p=0.039); yet, 

97 was not associated with treatment discontinuation.

98

99 Conclusion: In patients with severe COVID-19 infection, the addition of anakinra to SOC treatment was 

100 not associated with significant improvement in the WHO clinical progression scale. Further studies 

101 investigating patients’ subgroups that might benefit from anakinra are warranted. The trial was registered 

102 at ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT04643678).

103

104 Keywords:

105 Anakinra, COVID-19, Interlukin-1 inhibitor, SARS-COV-2, Cytokine release syndrome, Severe pneumonia.  
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106 Introduction:

107 Since its declaration by the World Health Organization (WHO) in March 2020 as a global pandemic, the 

108 severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2), also known as COVID-19, continues to 

109 spread worldwide with increasing daily fatalities [1]. Subsequently, as of September 2021, the total number 

110 of confirmed COVID-19 infections has exceeded 200,000,000 cases, with a total of 4,500,000 recorded 

111 deaths globally [2]. Although the majority of confirmed infections present with mild to moderate clinical 

112 presentations ranging from the absence of symptoms to the loss of taste or smell, headache, fatigue or 

113 fever, COVID-19 may still result in consequent severe sequelae, including acute respiratory distress 

114 syndrome (ARDS) and organ dysfunction syndrome along with an estimated mortality rate of 3.4% [3,4].

115 The infection acts as an essential source for activating macrophages, resulting in the release of pro-

116 inflammatory cytokines and chemokine macrophages primarily in the lungs, followed by subsequent 

117 systemic release. This process is thought to play a major role in the pathophysiology of organ dysfunction 

118 syndrome [5]. Furthermore, cytokine storm syndrome, a state of hyper-inflammation that contributes to 

119 multiorgan failure, has proven to share considerable biochemical overlap with the hyper-inflammation 

120 observed in patients with confirmed COVID-19 infections. Accordingly, recent evidence hypothesized that 

121 screening COVID-19 patients for hyper-inflammation and consequently providing management with 

122 immunosuppressive medications could improve mortality [6,7].

123 Anakinra, a recombinant non-glycosylated form of the human interleukin (IL)-1 receptor antagonist, has 

124 demonstrated significant survival benefits in patients with macrophage activation syndrome (MAS) as 

125 compared to placebo, with a 28-day mortality rate of 35% and 65%, respectively (p = 0.0006) in a subgroup 

126 analysis of patients with hyper-inflammation as a result of severe sepsis [8]. Furthermore, numerous 

127 studies revealed that the administration of anakinra was associated with an acceptable safety profile 

128 where recent literature reported mild elevations in liver aminotransferases as the most common adverse 

129 effect; however, such elevations were not clinically significant [9,10].

130 Meanwhile, ongoing trials are being conducted to investigate further the efficacy and safety profile of 

131 anakinra in COVID-19 patients exhibiting features of cytokine storm during their illness. Thus far, a variety 

132 of published data has shown promising results. However, such findings require extensive assessments in 

133 a well-conducted randomized controlled trial to confirm the reported outcomes [11,12]. Currently, there are 

134 no approved treatments directly targeted towards ceasing the cytokine storm and its consequences. Thus, 

135 this randomized clinical, open-label trial aims to explore the efficacy and safety of anakinra in addition to 
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136 standard of care (SOC) compared to SOC alone in patients with confirmed COVID-19 infection with 

137 respiratory distress and evidence of cytokine release syndrome. 

138

139 Methods:

140 Study design and setting

141 This study was a prospective randomized clinical, open-labeled, parallel assignments, multicenter trial. 

142 Patients were recruited from three clinical sites in Qatar: Communicable Disease Center (CDC), Hazm 

143 Mebaireek General Hospital (HMGH), and The Cuban Hospital (TCH) between 30 October 2020 till 30 April 

144 2021. Eligible patients were randomized to receive either anakinra + SOC or SOC alone. The trial protocol 

145 and the statistical analysis plan is available online. The trial was approved by the Institutional Review 

146 Board at Hamad Medical Corporation (HMC) Medical Research Center (MRC-01-20-1095) and was 

147 registered at ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT04643678).

148 Participants 

149 Hospitalized adults (age ≥ 18yrs) were eligible for inclusion in the trial if they met the following eligibility 

150 criteria: confirmed COVID-19 diagnosis by positive SARS-CoV2 Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) test and 

151 associated presence of respiratory distress [defined as: PaO2/FiO2 ≤ 300 mm Hg or respiratory Rate (RR) 

152 ≥24 breaths/min or SpO2 ≤ 94% at room air], signs of cytokine release syndrome [defined as any of the 

153 following at baseline: Ferritin >600 mcg/L at presentation or >300 mcg/l with doubling within 24 hours, 

154 LDH >250 IU/L, D-dimers > 1 mg/L, CRP > 70mg/L and rising since last 24h with the absence of bacterial 

155 infection, Interleukin-6 level > 10 x UNL (reference range ≤7 pg/ml)], radiological evidence of pneumonia 

156 based on chest X-ray and/or computed tomography (CT) scan findings, and a signed informed consent 

157 provided by the patient, or by the patient's legal representative. The exclusion criteria included known 

158 serious allergic reactions including anaphylaxis to the study medication or any component of the product, 

159 active infectious diseases such as active bacterial infections (defined as the isolation of bacteria from a 

160 sterile body site or other body sites and is causing clinical symptoms and signs and therefore are treated 

161 with antibiotics), invasive fungal infections, Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV), Hepatitis B Virus (HBV) 

162 infection, Hepatitis C Virus (HCV) infection, active tuberculosis, patients on immunosuppressants or 

163 immunomodulatory drugs or had received any in the past 30 days, neutrophil count below 500 

164 cells/microliter, platelets below 50,000/microliter, pregnant or breastfeeding females. A full list of 

165 eligibility criteria is provided in the supplementary materials. 
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166 Randomization and masking 

167 All admissions with a laboratory-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection and on respiratory distress were 

168 screened for eligibility by the research team. Eligible patients were randomly assigned using simple 

169 randomization at an allocation ratio of 1:1 to receive either anakinra plus SOC therapy or SOC therapy 

170 alone. A random sequence of numbers was generated by an independent biostatistician using a 

171 computerized system. Only the principle investigator was responsible to allocate the participant serial 

172 number and inform the research team of the treatment allocation. Each participant was assigned an 

173 identification code corresponding to a study treatment group. The study was not blinded due to practical 

174 reasons and the differences in the dosage regimens and administrations between the study groups. 

175 Interventions  and Procedures 

176 Patients in the intervention group received anakinra (KINERET®, 100mg/0.67 ml in pre-filled syringe) 100 

177 mg subcutaneous (SC) injection every 12 hours for 3 days, then 100 mg SC once daily from day 4 to day 7. 

178 The total duration of anakinra was 7 days with a total of 10 doses. Patients with severe renal impairment 

179 (creatinine clearance <30 ml/min) had a 50% decrease in dose (dose administered every other day). 

180 Patients in the intervention group received anakinra in addition to standard of care therapy except for 

181 tocilizumab, due to the contraindication of administering both agents concomitantly. Patients in the 

182 comparator group received SOC therapy as per the local treatment guideline as approved by the Ministry 

183 of Public Health (MoPH) in Qatar at that time (see supplementary material). According to the treating 

184 physician’s judgment, therapy was discontinued, or doses were adjusted based on the safety concerns or 

185 issues related to concomitant drug interactions. Apart from the study interventions and related laboratory 

186 and diagnostic assessments, patients were treated as part of standard care, with no co-medications, 

187 medical procedures, or diet restrictions. The study had pragmatic and adaptive nature, which mimics the 

188 usual clinical practice in a real-world setting and allows for changes in the management of COVID-19 

189 patients and SOC therapy, as approved by the MoPH in the country.

190 After enrollment, a detailed review of the participant’s medical profile was conducted by the research 

191 team. Demographic, clinical, radiological, laboratory data were collected from each patient’s profile. The 

192 WHO Clinical Progression Scale[13] was used to assess the patient’s clinical condition on a daily basis and 

193 was documented in the electronic data collection sheet. The worst score on each particular day was 

194 selected and recorded. The data collection sheet was validated independently by two investigators. The 

195 list of study procedures, timings, and follow-up is available in the supplementary materials.
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196 All adverse events (AEs) that occurred during the hospital stay and up to 28 days from randomization were 

197 reported.  Participants were contacted by telephone using standardized telephone script on days 14 and 

198 28 to ascertain information related to AEs. All AE were assessed for severity and graded using the Common 

199 Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE) version 5(14). A blinded assessor evaluated and validated 

200 the AE’s severity, seriousness, relatedness, and attribution using appropriate scales and/or definitions as 

201 per the HMC IRB Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) guidelines.

202 Outcomes

203 The primary outcome was treatment success on day 14, defined as a WHO Clinical Progression score of 

204 ≤3 [Ambulatory mild disease: symptomatic, assistance needed]. Secondary outcomes included the 

205 duration of mechanical ventilation in ventilated patients up to 14 days, changes in the WHO Clinical 

206 Progression Score between day 1 and day 7, viral burden as measured by the change in SARS-CoV-2 PCR 

207 Cycle Threshold (CT) at day 7 and day 10-14, time to ICU admission up to 28 days, the incidence of adverse 

208 events up to 28 days, length of hospital stay up to 28 days, and all-cause mortality rate at hospital 

209 discharge or at 28 days, whichever occurred first. 

210 Statistical analysis:

211 No published randomized trials evaluated the difference between the two study interventions at the time 

212 of study planning to appropriately estimate the mean difference and compute the sample size calculation. 

213 Therefore, a sample size of 80 patients was estimated for this RCT with parallel group design based on the 

214 hypothesized effect size from published observational studies with 80% power to detect a difference in 

215 the primary endpoint of 30%, with a two-sided type I error rate of 0.05 (alpha). Categorical data were 

216 expressed by frequency (percentage), while continuous values were expressed as mean ± SD or median 

217 and interquartile range (IQR), as appropriate. Data were tested for their normality.  Kolmogorov-Smirnov 

218 test was carried to test for data normality. Continuous data were examined with the Mann–Whitney U or 

219 independent t-test and categorical data with the chi-square and Fisher's Exact tests. Two-way repeated 

220 measure ANOVA analyzed the changes of data over time in the two treatment groups.  Factors significant 

221 at univariate analysis (p<0.10) were further assessed by the multivariable binary regression analysis. All 

222 statistical analyses were carried out using the statistical package SPSS, version 27 (IBM Corp. Released 

223 2020. IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows, Version 27.0. Armonk, NY: IBM Corp).  The primary analysis was 

224 based on an intention-to-treat population, including all participants randomized.

225
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226 Role of the funding source 

227 The study is funded by Medical Research Center at Hamad Medical Corporation, Qatar. The study’s funder 

228 had no role in study design, data collection, data analysis, data interpretation, or writing of the report. 

229 The corresponding author has full access to the data and the final responsibility to submit for publication.

230 Ethics Statement 

231  The trial was approved by the Institutional Review Board at Hamad Medical Corporation (HMC) Medical 

232 Research Center (MRC-01-20-1095) and was registered at ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT04643678). The trial was 

233 conducted in accordance with Good Clinical Practice guidelines and the principles of the Declaration of 

234 Helsinki. An independent institutional review board and ethics committee approved the trial protocol and 

235 any subsequent amendments. The safety of the participants and the evaluation of the benefit–risk balance 

236 was overseen by an independent data safety monitoring committee. Written informed consent was 

237 obtained from all participants or legally authorized representatives before initiating any trial-related 

238 procedures. No additional administrative permissions were required to access the raw data. All data used 

239 in this study were fully anonymized before their use.

240

241 Results: 

242 Participants 

243 Between 30 October 2020 and 28 February 2021, 327 patients were screened for eligibility and 80 patients 

244 were enrolled and randomized to the two study groups: 40 patients in anakinra group and 40 patients in 

245 the SOC group. One patient in the SOC group was lost to follow-up and discharged from the hospital for 

246 social reasons [Figure 1]. All patients randomized were included in the intention to treat analysis. As 

247 enrolled patients were hospitalized during the treatment course, the compliance with study medication 

248 was 100%. 

249

250

251

252

253
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254

255

256

257

258

259

260

261

262

263

264 Figure 1: Flow diagram

265 The baseline characteristics of the patients were summarized in table 1. No significant differences were 

266 found (p>0.05) between the two treatment groups. The complete list of participants demographics, 

267 clinical data, and concomitant medications is available in the supplementary materials. 

Table 1: Baseline characteristics of the study population 
 Characteristic Overall 

(n=80)

Anakinra 

(n=40)

Standard of care 

(n=40)

P-value

Mean Age, year (SD) 49.9 (11.7) 49.5 (12.2) 50.3 (11.4) 0.77

Gender, n (%) 0.556

 Male 66 (82.5) 32 (80) 34 (85)

 Female 14 (17.5) 8 (20) 6 (15)

WHO Nationality Region, n (%) 0.074

AFRO 1 (1.3) 1 (2.5) 0 (0)

PAHO 1 (1.3) 0 (0) 1 (2.5)

SEARO 34 (42.5) 13 (32.5) 21 (52.5)

EURO 2 (2.5) 0 (0) 2 (5.0)

EMRO 26 (32.5) 14 (35.0) 12 (30.0)

WPRO 16 (20.0) 12 (30.0) 4 (10.0)

Body Mass Index, median (IQR) 29.9 (27.3 - 32.9) 30.9 (7.0) 29.3 (5.2) 0.285

Smoking Status, n (%) 1.00
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Non-Smoker 72 (90.0) 36 (90.0) 36 (90.0)

Current Smoker 0 (0) 0 0

Ex-Smoker 8 (10.0) 4 (10.0) 4 (10.0)

Hospital, n (%) 0.535

 CDC 18 (22.5) 11 (27.5) 7 (17.5)

 HMGH 44 (55.0) 20 (50.0) 24 (60.0)

 TCH 18 (22.5) 9 (22.5) 9 (22.5)

Nurse Unit, n (%) 1.00

General Ward 70 (87.5) 35 (87.5) 35 (87.5)

Intensive Care Unit 10 (12.5) 5 (12.5) 5 (12.5)

Has at least one comorbidity, n (%) 37 (46.3) 17 (42.5) 20 (50.0) 0.501

Myocardial Infarction 7 (8.8) 2 (5.0) 5 (12.5) 0.432

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary 

Disease

1 (1.3) 0 (0) 1 (2.5) 1

Liver Disease 1 (1.3) 1 (2.5) 0 (0) 1

Diabetes Mellitus 35 (43.8) 17 (42.5) 18 (45.0) 0.822

Kidney Disease 1 (1.3) 0 (0) 1 (2.5) 1

Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI), n (%)

<2 72 (90.0) 37 (92.5) 35 (87.5) 0.712

≥2 8 (10.0) 3 (7.5) 5 (12.5)

Symptoms at baseline, n (%)

Cough 75 (93.8) 36 (90.0) 39 (97.5) 0.359

Fever 69 (86.3) 34 (85.0) 35 (87.5) 0.745

Shortness of Breath 59 (73.8) 29 (72.5) 30 (75.0) 0.799

Sore Throat 12 (15.0) 4 (10.0) 8 (20.0) 0.21

Loss of Taste/Smell 5 (6.3) 2 (5.0) 3 (7.5) 1

Muscle/Joint pain 31 (38.8) 15 (37.5) 16 (40.0) 0.818

Chest Pain 15 (18.8) 8 (20.0) 7 (17.5) 0.775

Headache 13 (16.3) 8 (20.0) 5 (12.5) 0.363

Weakness 14 (17.5) 5 (12.5) 9 (22.5) 0.239

Gastrointestinal Side Effect 25 (31.3) 9 (22.5) 16 (40.0) 0.091

Vital signs at baseline, mean (SD)

Temperature (Min) 36.4 (0.2) 36.32 (0.23) 36.3 (0.41) 0.148

Temperature (Max) 37.2 (0.6) 37.1 (0.7) 37.2 (0.6) 0.971

Systolic Blood Pressure (Min) 111.1 (13.0) 119.2 (19.2) 107.3 (16.9) 0.585

Systolic Blood Pressure (Max) 133.9 (15.5) 162.0 (29.6) 140.2 (15.4) 0.416

Diastolic Blood Pressure (Min) 63.5 (8.9) 73.2 (13.4) 56.5 (7.3) 0.7

Diastolic Blood Pressure (Max) 82.3 (10.4) 101.8 (16.2) 84.7 (9.5) 0.717

Heart Rate (Min) 67.2 (10.4) 62.6 (7.4) 67.5 (15.3) 0.601
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Heart Rate (Max) 88.4 (13.4) 95.4 (12.3) 99.5 (33.9) 0.185

Respiratory Rate (Min) 18.1 (2.3) 14.2 (5.4) 18.5 (1.6) 0.702

Respiratory Rate (Max) 22.9 (4.4) 29.2 (5.5) 32.0 (4.9) 0.781

O2 Saturation % (Min) 93.4 (2.4) 93.0 (3.1) 92.3 (2.7) 0.782

WHO Score at baseline, median (IQR) 5 (0) 5.0 (0) 5.0 (0) 0.859

5 (%) 69 (86.3) 35 (87.5) 34 (85.0) NA

6 (%) 8 (10.0) 2 (5.0) 6 (15.0) NA

7 (%) 3 (3.7) 3 (7.5) 0 NA

Bilateral abnormality at baseline x-ray 74 (92.5) 38 (95.0) 36 (90.0) 0.675

Concomitant Medications

Remdesivir (n, %) 67 (83.8) 36 (90.0) 31 (77.5) 0.13

Favipiravir (n, %) 42 (52.5) 18 (45.0) 24 (60.0) 0.179

Corticosteroids (n, %) 80 (100) 40 (100) 40  (100) NA

Convalescent plasma (n, %) 54 (67.5) 24 (60.0) 30 (75.0) 0.152

Azithromycin (n, %) 63 (78.8) 33 (82.5) 30 (75.0) 0.412

Ceftriaxone (n, %) 63 (78.8) 29 (72.5) 34 (85.0) 0.172

Anticoagulant use (n, %) 79 (98.8) 39 (97.5) 40 (100) 1

268

269 The change in vital signs and laboratory data over time (i.e. from baseline to day 14) were illustrated in 

270 figures 1-36 in the supplementary materials. No significant difference over time in the two treatment 

271 groups was noted except for the lymphocyte count (marginal; p=0.046). Figure.2 demonstrates a 

272 significant change in WHO score (p=0.000) over 14 days.

273

274

275

276

277

278

279

280

281 Figure.2: Change in the WHO Clinical progression Score between days 1 and day 14
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282 Outcomes:

283 Table 2 below illustrates the results of the primary and secondary outcomes for the two treatment groups.  

284 The percentage of patients with treatment success at day 14 was not significantly different between the 

285 two groups (p=0.712). None of the secondary outcomes were found to be statistically significant. 

286

Table 2: Results of the primary and secondary outcomes

Outcome Overall 

(n=80)

Anakinra 

(n=40)

Standard of care 

(n=40)

P-value

Primary outcome:

Percentage of patients with treatment success at 

day 14, n (%)

72 (90.0) 35 (87.5) 37 (92.5) 0.712

Secondary outcomes:

Duration of mechanical ventilation in ventilated 

patients up to day 14, median days (IQR) 

6.50 (2.0) 6.50 (2.0) NA NA

Change in WHO score from baseline to day 7, 

median (IQR)

1 (0 - 1) 1 (1) 1 (1) 0.211

Change in viral burden (CT value) from baseline to 

day 7, median (IQR) 

13.1 (7.8 - 23.2) 6.1 (14.9) 9.8 (7.7) 0.09

Change in viral burden (CT value) from baseline to 

day 10-14, median (IQR)

17.6 (8.5 - 23.9) 15.8 (16.0) 17.6 (17.0) 0.923

Time to ICU admission in non-ICU patients up to 28 

days, median time (IQR) 

6.0 (4.0 – 15.0) 7.5 (13.0) 6.0 (15.3) 1.00

Length of hospital Stay, median days (IQR) 10.0 (8.0 - 13.0) 10.0 (4) 10.0 (4) 0.064

All-cause mortality, n (%) 1 (1.25) 0 (0) 1 (2.5) 1.000

287

288 The association between baseline characteristics and the primary outcome was not statistically significant 

289 between the two groups (refer to supplementary materials). 

290

291 Safety Outcomes 

292 Two DSMB meetings were conducted as planned, in which the study’s progress, execution, results, and 

293 adverse event reports were reviewed by the committee members. At each meeting, the decision was 

294 made to proceed with the study accrual. A total of 377 adverse events were identified in the study. All 

295 patients had at least one adverse event, with an average of 4.7 events per patient. The majority of adverse 
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296 events (61%) were mild in severity and did not cause harm to patients. Furthermore, 78% of the reported 

297 adverse events were judged by a blinded assessor to be not related to the study, 21% “possibly related”, 

298 and 1% “definitely related” to the study treatment. The most common adverse events were hypertension 

299 (65%), followed by increase in alanine aminotransferase, hypoalbuminemia, and sinus bradycardia (43.8% 

300 for the three events). Only increased aspartate aminotransferase level was found to be significantly higher 

301 in the anakinra group compared to the SOC group (35%  vs. 15%), respectively, (p=0.039). Four serious 

302 adverse events were reported in the study, two in the anakinra group and two in the SOC group. To 

303 elaborate, one patient in the SOC died 23 days after randomization due to worsening of his pre-existing 

304 medical condition, while the second patient had a prolonged hospital stay due to diarrhea, in which both 

305 were judged to be unrelated to study interventions. In the anakinra group, both patients were re-admitted 

306 to the hospital for 3-6 days after two weeks of randomization due to suspected respiratory tract 

307 infections, which were judged to be possibly related to the study interventions. Table 3 summarizes the 

308 common adverse events reported in the study. 

Table 3: Reported Adverse Events for Study Groups

Adverse events, n (%) Overall

(n=80)

Anakinra

(n=40)

Standard of care 

(n=40)

P-value

Incidence of at least one AE 80 (100) 40 (50) 40 (50) NA

Average number of AE per patient 4.7 4.7 4.72 0.034

Serious AE 4 (5) 2 (2.5) 2 (2.5) NA

Number of Adverse events 377/377 (100) 201/377 (53) 176/377 (47) NA

Severe AE (grade 4-5) 1/377 (0) 0/377 (0) 1/377 (0) NA

Mild-Moderate AE (grade 1-3) 376/ 377 (100) 201/377 (53) 175/377 (46) 0.034

Relatedness to study intervention 

Not related 294/377 (78) 154/377 (41) 140/377 (37) 0.863

Possibility related 79/377 (21) 44/377 (12) 35/377 (9) 0.534

Probably related 2/377 (1) 1/377 (0) 1/377 (0) NA

Definitely related 2/377 (1) 2/377 (1) 0/377 (0) NA

Common AE (incidence > 5%)

Hypertension 52 (65.0) 27 (67.5) 25 (62.5) 0.639

Alanine aminotransferase increased 35 (43.8) 19 (47.5) 16 (40.0) 0.499

Hypoalbuminemia 35 (43.8) 18 (45.0) 17 (42.5) 0.822

Sinus Bradycardia 35 (43.8) 16 (40.0) 19 (47.5) 0.499

Hypotension 32 (40.0) 19 (47.5) 13 (32.5) 0.171

Anemia 21 (26.3) 8 (20.0) 13 (32.5) 0.204

Aspartate aminotransferase increased 20 (25.0) 14 (35.0) 6 (15.0) 0.039

Hyponatremia 20 (25.0) 11 (27.5) 9 (22.5) 0.606
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Hyperglycemia 17 (21.3) 9 (22.5) 8 (20.0) 1

Lymphocyte count decreased 15 (18.8) 8 (20.0) 7 (17.5) 0.775

ECG QT corrected interval prolonged 9 (11.3) 5 (12.5) 4 (10.0) 1

Alkaline phosphatase increased 8 (10.0) 5 (12.5) 3 (7.5) 0.712

Diarrhea 8 (10.0) 3 (7.5) 5 (12.5) 0.712

Hyperkalemia 7 (8.8) 5 (12.5) 2  (5.0) 0.432

Hypokalemia 7 (8.8) 3 (7.5) 4 (10.0) 1

Sinus tachycardia 6 (7.5) 4 (10.0) 2  (5.0) 0.675

Lymphocyte count increased 4 (5.2) 2  (5.0) 2  (5.0) 1.000

Creatinine increased 4 (5.2) 2  (5.0) 2  (5.0) 1.000

309

310 Discussion: 

311 This open-label randomized multicenter clinical trial conducted in Qatar between October 2020 and April 

312 2021, found that anakinra administered SC was not more efficacious than the SOC therapy in patients 

313 with COVID-19 pneumonia in terms of achieving higher rates of treatment success; defined as a WHO 

314 clinical progression score of 3 or less. The use of anakinra was also not associated with a significant change 

315 in the WHO clinical progression score or reducing viral burden at 14 days when compared to usual care. 

316 The length of stay and the time to ICU admission for non-ICU patients did not differ between the two 

317 groups. The overall mortality rate was low in this trial (1.25%) as only one death was reported in the SOC 

318 group.

319 The main findings in our trial are consistent with that of the randomized clinical trial by the CORIMUNO 

320 collaborative group from France [15], which is the only published RCT investigating the use of anakinra to 

321 this date. The CORIMUNO-ANA-1 trial was an open-label, multicenter, randomized controlled trial of 

322 anakinra administered intravenously (IV) for 5 days compared to usual care to assess its survival benefits 

323 and the need for mechanical ventilation at day 4. Similar to our population , the CORIMUNO trial included 

324 patients with a WHO clinical progression score of ≥ 5. The two primary outcomes were not significant, 

325 and the need for mechanical or non-invasive ventilation at day 14 was also not different in both groups. 

326 Overall mortality at days 28 and 90 did not differ between the groups, and as a result the trial was 

327 prematurely stopped for futility.

328 Anakinra is FDA approved for use in rheumatoid arthritis, neonatal-onset multisystem inflammatory 

329 disease, and deficiency of IL-1 receptor antagonist. It has also been utilized in various other clinical 

330 situations, most notably its off-label use in the treatment of hemophagocytic lympho-histiocytosis and 

331 cytokine storms [16,17]. The hyperinflammation seen in patients with COVID-19 pneumonia is associated 
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332 with severe disease presentation and is often identifiable by elevation of common inflammatory markers 

333 such CRP, IL-6, and procalcitonin, as well as other cytokines [18]. In addition, earlier studies suggested a 

334 significant role of raised cytokines, including IL-1, in severe COVID-19 pneumonia, which hypnotized a 

335 potential role of IL-1 inhibitors in patients with COVID-19 pneumonia [6,17].

336 Several case series and observational studies suggested the potential clinical improvement and mortality 

337 benefit of anakinra use in COVID-19 pneumonia [19-21].  A recent meta-analysis of 15 observational and 

338 interventional studies with a total of 3530 patients suggested that there is an overall mortality benefit 

339 with the use of anakinra when compared to usual care [22]. Evidence also suggested that anakinra can 

340 prevent the progression to severe disease and reduce the need for mechanical ventilation. However, 

341 these studies were limited by the lack of randomization and the potential for selection and confounding 

342 bias, as well as the significant heterogeneity observed in the meta-analysis outcomes.  

343 Unfortunately, the mortality benefit observed in the previous observational studies was not observed in 

344 our trial or the CORIMUNO-ANA-1 trial [15]. Despite including patients with severe COVID-19 pneumonia, 

345 this trial reported only one patient death (1.25%) in the SOC group. On the other hand, the CORIMUNO-

346 ANA-1 trial reported an overall mortality rate of 28 % in each group. The advanced SOC may partly explain 

347 the low mortality rate in this trial compared to the CORIMUNO-ANA-1 trial. To explain, in the three sites, 

348 SOC for all patients included administration of dexamethasone and remdesivir as per the national 

349 treatment guidelines. However, none of the CORIMUNO-ANA-1 trial patients received antivirals like 

350 remdesivir or favipravir, and dexamethasone was not established as part of routine care for moderate to 

351 severe pneumonia by then. Dexamethasone in the RECOVERY trial showed mortality benefit and, 

352 eventually,  became standard of care globally for treating severe COVID-19[23]. The Infectious Disease 

353 Society of America treatment guidelines recommend using remdesivir in patients requiring supplemental 

354 oxygen and in patients with moderate to severe COVID-19 pneumonia, given its proven clinical benefits 

355 in this population [24]. 

356 There is an increased interest to prevent severe respiratory failure and the need for intubation and 

357 mechanical ventilation in patients presenting with COVID-19 pneumonia. Small case series from the 

358 United States initially showed that IV administration of anakinra prevented the development of severe 

359 acute hypoxic respiratory failure[19]. Another meta-analysis of seven studies (including the CORIMUNO 

360 ANA-1 trial), with a total of 740 patients receiving anakinra, showed that anakinra reduced the need for 

361 invasive mechanical ventilation[22]. The considerable heterogeneity in these studies as well as the 

362 predominantly retrospective and observational nature of those studies, warranted the confirmation of 
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363 these findings in a randomized clinical trial. However, no significant benefit was observed by either this 

364 trial or the CORIMUNO- ANA-1 trial with regards to the rates of invasive mechanical ventilation. 

365 The preferred core outcomes for clinical studies as defined by the WHO working group[13] were used in 

366 this trial. Cycling Threshold (CT) is used as a marker of viral load, as it is inversely related to the viral load 

367 and provides an indirect method of quantifying the copy number of viral RNA[25]. Anakinra did not affect 

368 the viral burden when compared to the SOC group in this study. Furthermore, the WHO clinical 

369 progression scale is a 10-point ordinal scale from 0 (no disease) to 10 (dead). It was chosen as an objective 

370 outcome measure to reduce the variability and heterogeneity seen in the previous studies and allow 

371 comparisons with future studies. No significant changes were reported in the baseline of the WHO clinical 

372 progression score or the seven-days score between the two groups. 

373 Overall, a higher prevalence of adverse events was reported in this trial as compared to other studies, 

374 with every patient experiencing at least one adverse event. The most commonly reported adverse events 

375 were hypertension, raised liver transaminases, and hypoalbuminemia. Only AST elevation was 

376 significantly higher in the anakinra group. Although AST elevation is one of the possible adverse effects of 

377 anakinra, the possibility that the reported increase in this trial might be due to the multiple concomitant 

378 medications taken by the patients cannot be denied. Overall, the incidence of severe adverse events did 

379 not exceed 5%. The high prevalence of adverse events in our trial may partially be attributed to the robust 

380 data collection and the additional concomitant use of antivirals as part of SOC therapy compared to SOC 

381 in other studies. Convalescent plasma has also been part of Qatar’s national guidelines, and patients 

382 received it as per protocol. The decision was made by the treating physician in line with the criteria set 

383 for use as per the national CDC guidelines (refer to supplementary materials). 

384 There is increased awareness of the concept of the possible narrow therapeutic window to treat cytokine 

385 storms with cytokine inhibitors as well as the right time to initiate IL-1 inhibitors[26]. There is a need to 

386 define if certain inflammatory markers or other biomarkers can guide the right timing for the use of 

387 anakinra. Soluble urokinase plasminogen activator receptor (SuPAR), a molecular measurable marker, is 

388 associated with increased risk of severe respiratory failure and has also been found to be elevated in 

389 patients with COVID-19[27,28]. An open-label non-randomized interventional trial (SAVE)  was done to 

390 assess the use of anakinra to prevent progression to severe COVID-19 disease [29]. The trial included 130 

391 patients in the anakinra group and 130 propensity-matched SOC comparator cohort. Patients who had a 

392 level higher than 6 microg/l were deemed at risk of developing severe respiratory failure and, thus, were 

393 treated with anakinra. Anakinra successfully prevented the need for mechanical ventilation and 
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394 demonstrated mortality benefits. SAVE trial, although inadequate randomization, provided additional 

395 insights that patients with biomarker-guided therapy may be better candidates to receive the specific 

396 interleukin inhibitors. This is being investigated by the ongoing placebo-controlled randomized (SAVE-

397 MORE) phase III trial assessing the effects of biomarker-guided use of anakinra in patients. 

398 (www.clinicaltrials.gov, NCT04680949)[27].  Similarly, another non-randomized study, where ferritin was 

399 used as a biomarker to guide therapy, showed significantly improved clinical outcomes, including reduced 

400 mortality rates and progression to severe COVID-19 by early administration of therapy either with 

401 anakinra alone or in combination with steroids[30]. 

402 The route of administration of anakinra used in our trial was subcutaneous, while it was intravenously 

403 administered in the CORIMUNO-ANA-1 trial. Both did not show any significant benefits in their defined 

404 outcomes. Whether higher doses or extended duration of anakinra could have benefited the COVID-19 

405 patients is unknown and may warrant further investigation.

406 This trial has some limitations. First, a placebo was not used in this trial due to the nature of the pandemic 

407 and the urgency to answer the clinical question. In addition, there is a potential for bias due to the open-

408 label nature of the trial. However, this was minimized by choosing objective outcomes and blinding the 

409 outcome assessors. Finally, the overall sample size was small, especially for patients with severe disease 

410 or mechanical ventilation; hence, subgroups analysis in this population was not feasible. 

411 On the other hand, this trial has several strengths. This trial is one of the few randomized trials  conducted 

412 on COVID-19 patients after establishing a better SOC (steroids, remdesivir). Moreover, it was a multicenter 

413 trial involving multiple ethnic groups, contributing to the study results' higher generalizability. The WHO’s 

414 recommended outcomes for clinical studies were used; those included the WHO clinical progression 

415 score, viral burden as measured by the cyclic threshold, and the overall mortality, which facilitate the 

416 comparison of this trial’s results to other similar trials. Furthermore, this trial was conducted in Qatar 

417 where well-established national guidelines for COVID-19 treatment exist. Finally, no significant loss of 

418 follow-up rate was reported in this study. 

419 Conclusion:

420 In patients with severe COVID-19 pneumonia requiring oxygen therapy, the addition of anakinra to the 

421 SOC treatment was not associated with significant improvement in the WHO clinical progression scale. 

422 Therefore, there is a need for determining the subgroups of COVID-19 patients who will benefit the most 

423 by the timely administration of anakinra.
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