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Key Points-40 words

While the outpatient COVID-19 randomized controlled trial meta-analysis indicated heterogeneity in

participant risk factors and convalescent plasma, the combined CCP efficacy for reducing hospitalization

was significant, improving with transfusion within 5 days of symptom onset and high antibody

neutralization levels.
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Abstract-244

Background. Monoclonal antibody and antiviral treatments for COVID-19 disease remain largely
unavailable worldwide, and existing monoclonal antibodies may be less active against circulating
omicron variants. Although treatment with COVID-19 convalescent plasma (CCP) is promising,
randomized clinical trials (RCTs) among outpatients have shown mixed results.

Methods. We conducted an individual participant data meta-analysis from all outpatient CCP RCTs to
assess the overall risk reduction for all-cause hospitalizations by day 28 in all participants who had
transfusion initiated. Relevant trials were identified by searching MEDLINE, Embase, MedRxiv, WHO,
Cochrane Library, and Web of Science from January 2020 to September 2022.

Results. Five included studies from four countries enrolled and transfused 2,620 adult patients.
Comorbidities were present in 1,795 (69%). The anti-Spike or virus neutralizing antibody titer range
across all trials was broad. 160 (12.2%) of 1315 control patients were hospitalized, versus 111 (8.5%) of
1305 CCP-treated patients, yielding a 3.7% (95%Cl: 1.3%-6.0%; p=.001) ARR and 30.1% RRR for all-cause
hospitalization. The effect size was greatest in those with both early transfusion and high titer with a
7.6% ARR (95%Cl: 4.0%-11.1%; p=.0001) accompanied by at 51.4% RRR. No significant reduction in
hospitalization was seen with treatment > 5 days after symptom onset or in those receiving CCP with
antibody titers below the median titer.

Conclusions. Among outpatients with COVID-19, treatment with CCP reduced the rate of all-cause
hospitalization. CCP may be most effective when given within 5 days of symptom onset and when

antibody titer is higher.
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Introduction

Globally, the COVID-19 pandemic has claimed more than 18 million lives, including over 1 million
deaths in the United States (US) alone.! Despite widespread vaccination in high- and middle-income
countries, new variant outbreaks continue to fuel economic disruptions and increased hospitalization.2
Novel vaccines and treatments against SARS-CoV-2 have been developed, tested, and deployed in
record time, yet most arrived too late to benefit the millions of people who died in the pandemic’s first
year.! Three years into the COVID-19 pandemic, it remains unclear how we can respond faster and more
effectively to the next pandemic.>*

Antibodies to the SARS-CoV-2 virus, whether induced by vaccination or infused as monoclonal
antibodies (mAbs) or polyclonal convalescent plasma, have been shown to reduce the risk of COVID-19
related hospitalization and death, but only convalescent plasma is likely to be both available and
affordable for the majority of the world’s population in the early days of the next viral pandemic.®
COVID-19 convalescent plasma (CCP) was first administered to a hospitalized patient on March 28,
2020,° just two weeks after the World Health Organization declared a pandemic. Meanwhile, mAbs to
prevent hospitalization” 8 and vaccines® 1° to prevent symptomatic infection, hospitalization, or death
were not available until December 2020. By that time, more than 79 million cases of COVID-19 and 1.7
million deaths had been reported worldwide!?. Effective oral drug therapy for outpatient use was not
available until a year later, in December 2021.12 While a safe and effective oral agent against SARS-CoV-2
is the ideal solution to prevent COVID-19 hospitalization, this solution remains unavailable to many

patients worldwide due to high costs,*1*

and its effectiveness could be threatened at any time by new
unsusceptible variants.
Of the two remaining mAbs effective against omicron variants, one has been shown to have

reduced in vitro activity and has only been approved for prophylaxis, not treatment.'>'” Furthermore,

escape mutations in the spike protein leading to acquired resistance during treatment with a single mAb
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have been repeatedly described in immunocompromised patients.'®1° The rapid rise of variants with
mutations in the spike protein has created a dilemma in mAb development, as pharmaceutical
companies must weigh the high cost of their development against the short-lived utility of these
agents?’. Now that mAbs are proving less effective against mutant strains, CCP remains an important

therapeutic option, especially for severely immunocompromised and other high-risk patients.? 22

Most randomized controlled trials (RCTs) of CCP were conducted in patients already hospitalized
with COVID-19, largely due to the convenience of conducting research in this population. Later in the
pandemic, RCTs of CCP targeting outpatients were designed to determine whether early treatment
could prevent hospitalization. Our objective in this study was to conduct an individual patient meta-
analysis of all available RCTs of CCP in adult COVID-19 outpatients to determine whether early CCP

therapy can reduce the risk of hospitalization.

METHODS

This study followed the guidelines provided in the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) 2020 statement.?
Objectives
This review aimed to find, assess, and synthesize all RCTs that assessed the efficacy of CCP in preventing
all-cause hospitalization among outpatients with confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection.
Eligibility, Search Strategy, RCT Selection, Data Extraction and Quality

Our PICO (population, intervention, comparator, and outcome) therefore included the
following: population = adult (>18 years) COVID-19 outpatients, regardless of risk factors; intervention =
intravenous COVID-19 convalescent plasma transfusion, regardless of antibody titer; comparators =

control (e.g., non-convalescent plasma, normal saline, multi-vitamin); outcome = all-cause
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hospitalization within 28 days of transfusion. For one study in Argentina, patients meeting prespecified
hypoxic respiratory criteria were sometimes admitted to a specific unit within their long-term care
facilities, which provided hospital-level care, to avoid overcrowding hospitals. For purposes of trial
eligibility, we considered these admissions to be hospitalizations. Only English-language documents
were reviewed.

A literature search was performed independently by two authors (YF, DJS). The MEDLINE,
Embase, MedRxiv, Cochrane Library, WHO COVID-19 Research Database, and Web of Science were
searched for all RCTs as of 30 September 2022. Search strategies were designed with terms related to
CCP and COVID-19 (supplementary Figure 1). All RCTs were included that met the eligibility criteria
above. We contacted the corresponding authors for each of the included trials and asked them to
contribute data and serve as co-authors for the prepared manuscript.

The investigators for each RCT provided the following data elements: trial design characteristics,
descriptions of the intervention and control groups, baseline characteristics of the patients (including
underlying comorbidities and days after symptom onset), CCP characteristics (e.g., antibody titers; etc.),
hospitalizations, enrollment period, target enrollment, number of enrollments, number of transfusions,
and trial locations. Data not provided in the published reports were collected from the authors.

A risk of bias assessment for each selected trial was performed by COVID-19 Network Meta-

Analysis (NMA).2 %

Statistical Method

Primary and secondary analyses were done in the modified intention-to-treat population
including all randomized participants who received the intervention (either CCP or control). The primary
outcome used for analysis was all-cause hospitalization within 28 days of transfusion, and the secondary

outcome was all-cause hospitalization minus those patients admitted to hospitals within 24 hours of
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transfusion. Two subgroup analyses were performed: 1) the effect on hospital admission for patients
with <5 versus >5 days of symptoms at the time of intervention; and, 2) the effect on patients receiving
CCP with antibody titers above the median SARS-CoV2 antibody titer value for each individual RCT
versus those receiving CCP not above the median.

Descriptive analysis included the country in which the study was conducted, patient
demographics, days since symptom onset, plasma donor antibody levels, and high-risk comorbidities.
Box plots were used for visualization and comparison of viral neutralization among studies. Treatment
effect was determined using the absolute risk reduction (ARR), relative risk reduction (RRR), and number
needed to treat (NNT). Odds ratio (OR), 95% Cl, weight of each study (inverse of the variances),
heterogeneity (/?), between-study variance (7%) and significance levels were estimated using random
effect models and displayed in forest plots. A funnel plot was used to estimate the risk of publication
bias. The significance level for analyses was set at 0.05, and statistical tests were two-tailed. All the data
manipulation and analyses were performed using Excel, R (version 4.2.0, R Foundation, Vienna, Austria)
and its statistical packages “meta” (version 6.0-0) and “metafor” (version 3.8-1).

Role of Funder/Sponsor:
The funders had no role in the collection, management, analysis, and interpretation of the data;
preparation, review, or approval of the manuscript; or the decision to submit the manuscript for

publication.

RESULTS
Trial population

A total of 617 studies were identified by our primary search strategy. After screening and
exclusion of ineligible studies, five RCTs were included (Figure 1). Of these, two were conducted in the

28,29

United States?® %, two in Europe?® ?° and one in Argentina.® All the trials were stopped early: one due to
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slow recruitment as COVID-19 cases in the trial region decreased considerably,*® three due to rapid
uptake of vaccination resulting in substantial reduction in hospital admission rates,?® 2% 2° and one due
to a finding of futility to detect the planned difference after the second planned interim analysis of the
primary outcome alysis.?’

The five included RCTs recruited patients from June 2020 to October 2021.253° Trial enrollment
totals ranged from 154 to 1,181, yielding a pooled analysis sample of 2,620 patients with early COVID-19
transfused with either CCP or control. These trials were varied in terms of their demographic and clinical
profiles, including median age, sex distribution, and the prevalence of major risk factors for COVID-19-
related hospitalization (Table 1). Studies also varied somewhat in the timing of the intervention,
although 1,562 patients (60%) were transfused within five days of symptom onset. Overall, only 159
(6%) of all patients were fully vaccinated against COVID-19. We found that the risk of bias was low for
the five RCTs, (Supplementary Table 1). Funnel plot analysis shows a low risk of publication bias

(Supplementary Figure 2).

Convalescent plasma

The included studies used a variety of assays to qualify and characterize the CCP transfused in
study subjects (Supplementary Table 2). Unfortunately, there was insufficient residual donor plasma
samples available to compare neutralization titers across the different studies using the same assay.
Two studies qualified units with 50% viral neutralization dilutional plasma titers greater than 1:160. Two
studies qualified with dilutional antibody binding greater than 1000 or 320, while the last measured
Euroimmun IgG over 6.0 AU. Viral neutralization indices, depicted in Supplementary Figure 3, show that
the CSSC-004 and CCP-Argentina had slightly lower viral neutralization metrics, albeit a different viral

neutralization assay than C3PO, CoV-Early and CONV-ERT.
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Primary outcome: Hospitalization

A modified intention to treat analysis (Table 2) was performed on patients who received either
CCP or control, excluding 6 subjects (4%) from the original study population of the CCP-Argentina and 11
(2%) from the C3PO trial who did not receive the treatment to which they were randomized for the
primary outcome of all-cause hospitalization. CSSC-004 added 7 all cause hospitalizations (4 CCP and 3
control plasma) above reported COVID-19 related hospitalizations and C3PO added two participants
hospitalized after day 15 before day 28. Overall, 160 (12.2%) subjects in the control group were
hospitalized, compared to 111 (8.5%) in the CCP treatment group, yielding an ARR of 3.7% (95%Cl: 1.3%-
6.0%) and RRR of 30.1% (95%Cl: 12.0%-44.4%) for all-cause hospitalization (Table 2). The OR for
hospitalization was 0.64 (95%Cl: 0.45-0.92) in the pooled meta-analysis, and trial heterogeneity was
moderate, with an 12 of 42% (Figure 2). A secondary analysis was conducted excluding those patients
admitted to the hospital within 24-hours of CCP (25 patients) or control (13 patients) transfusion,
yielding an ARR of 4.4% (95%Cl: 2.2%-6.6%) and RRR of 39.2% (95%Cl: 21.7%-52.8%). The OR for
hospitalization was 0.58 (95%Cl: 0.41-0.82), and trial heterogeneity was low in this secondary analysis,
with an 12 of 31% (Figure 2).
Subgroup Analyses

Subgroup analyses were performed based upon the timing of CCP transfusion and the SARS-
CoV-2 antibody titer level in transfused CCP units. For subjects transfused within 5 days of symptom
onset, pooled analysis amongst all five studies indicated a 5.8% (95%Cl: 2.6%-9.0%) ARR and 39.5%
(95%Cl: 19.9%-54.3%) RRR in hospitalizations when compared to control (Table 2 and Figure 3). Study
subjects transfused with high-antibody titer CCP (defined as > than the median neutralization titer for
each individual study) had an ARR of 4.8% (95%Cl: 2.2%-7.4%) and RRR of 40.3% (95%Cl: 18.8%-56.1%)
in hospitalization when compared to subjects given the control (Table 2 and Figure 4). Subjects

transfused after 6 days of symptoms or with low antibody titer CCP did not show a significant decrease
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in hospitalization when compared with control (Table 2). The risk reduction in patients receiving high
antibody titer CCP AND within 5 days of symptom onset was higher for the combined studies at 7.6%
(95%Cl: 4.0%-11.1%) ARR and 51.7% (95%Cl: 28.3%-67.1%) RRR (Table 2 and Figure5).
Safety

Due to small numbers, we did not combine severe adverse events in a meta-analysis; however,
they were collected for each trial. In CSSC-004, one subject experienced a transfusion reaction that
required cessation of the transfusion. Another transfusion was stopped due to the appearance of mild

t.2 The CCP-Argentina trial did not report any instances of volume overload,

hives at the patient’s reques
allergic reactions, or vasovagal syndromes, but did report one case of thrombophlebitis in the control
arm. The C3PO authors noted three serious transfusion reactions in the CCP arm resulting in steroid or
epinephrine administration or admission to the hospital.”” The CONV-ERT team communicated
treatment-related events?® with no Transfusion related acute lung injury (TRALI), transfusion associated
circulatory overload (TACO), or anaphylaxis in the CCP arm, but vasovagal reactions in 3 subjects
transfused with control and 1 subject transfused with CCP, and mild allergic reactions in 12 (6.4%) of 188
subjects transfused with CCP. One subject developed a pulmonary embolism 7 days after CCP
transfusion. The CoV-Early investigators reported three serious adverse events possibly related to
plasma transfusion (all with non-convalescent plasma). Two developed an anaphylactic reaction shortly

after receiving plasma for which no hospital admission was required and one patient developed

generalized urticaria and was hospitalized.

Discussion
This meta-analysis of all available RCTs found that early outpatient therapy with CCP in adult
patients with COVID-19 was associated with an 30% all cause hospitalization RRR for all patients (NNT

=27) and 39% (NNT=23) when excluding patients admitted on the same day as treatment (Table 2). For
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study subjects treated within five days of symptom onset, the hospitalization RRR was 40%, (NNT=17),
even when including subjects hospitalized on the day of transfusion. We also found a 40%
hospitalization RRR (NNT=21) for patients that received CCP with SARS-CoV2 antibody titers above the
median level for each individual study. Early treatment and high antibody levels indicated a 51%
hospitalization RRR (NNT=13). Despite differences in the demographics and clinical characteristics of the
five study populations, overall study heterogeneity was low to moderate, suggesting the
appropriateness of combining these studies in a single meta-analysis and broadly generalizing these
results. While the effectiveness of early CCP treatment in reducing all-cause hospitalization was less

3132 3nd antiviral therapies,'? 33 this should be

than that of many monoclonal antibody treatments
balanced against its increased availability and potential for activity against variant strains of SARS-CoV-2.
Two of the five RCTs included in this meta-analysis (CONV-ERT and C3PO) failed to demonstrate
a reduction in all-cause hospitalization with CCP, while the other three trials all showed approximately
50% reductions in hospitalizations (CCP-Argentina, CSSC-004, CoV-Early). One potential explanation for
the lack of effectiveness for CCP in the CONV-ERT trial is that methylene blue photo inactivation was
used for pathogen reduction in transfused units. This might have affected the constant regions of
antibody function without interfering with the viral neutralization assay.3* Importantly, this method of
pathogen reduction is not used in the US. The C3PO trial, unlike the other RCTs, enrolled only patients
presenting to the Emergency Department (ED) with COVID-19, which likely included a more severely il
patient population further in the inflammatory phase even after controlling for the days of symptoms,
demographic, and identified risk factors. Indeed, there are often less tangible factors signifying more
severe illness that lead a patient to present to the ED rather than to their primary care doctor. This is
evidenced by the much larger number of subjects in the C3PO trial (23% of all hospitalizations) who

were admitted directly to the hospital from the ED on the same visit in which they were transfused. This

imbalance might be related to random chance, a difference in immediate reaction to CCP, or to the
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longer duration of observation required for patients in the CCP arm. Eliminating these same-day
admissions (as in our secondary analysis) brings the C3PO results in line with those from the other
studies and greatly reduces heterogeneity among the five studies.

Antibody levels for the transfused CCP used across these five trials varied substantially, despite
the fact that donors had been selected based upon a minimum antibody level cut-off in each trial.
However, different cut-offs were used as well as different antibody tests. Our observation that the effect
on hospital admission was limited to patients receiving CCP with titers above the median concentration
level in each of the trials suggests that the CCP selection process was suboptimal. It is likely that more
stringent antibody titer criteria for CCP units may further improve the effectiveness of this
intervention.®

Plasma transfusion, unlike the use of antiviral and monoclonal antibody agents, presents a risk
of transfusion reactions, which may vary from easily treatable conditions (e.g., urticaria) to life-
threatening reactions such as TACO, TRALI, and anaphylaxis. Rates of severe adverse reactions, however,
appeared to be low in all of the included trials.

This study does have several important limitations. While CSSC-004 enrolled both COVID-19
vaccinated and unvaccinated individuals, the other RCTs primarily included unvaccinated patients, which
limits our ability to analyze the effectiveness of CCP for reducing COVID-19 hospitalization in a primarily
vaccinated population. The number needed to treat with CCP may be much higher in a primarily
vaccinated population, although this difference may be mitigated by the rise of mutant variants that
undermine the effectiveness of vaccines and mAbs.

Our meta-analysis chose to use a modified intention to treat analysis, excluding patients who
were randomized to a given treatment but did not receive it which could introduce bias. However, this
only affected a small number of patients, and would be unlikely to significantly affect our results. In one

study, some patients not actually admitted to a hospital were considered to meet the primary outcome,
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but these patients did meet standard hospital admission criteria (i.e., hypoxia / respiratory distress) and
were instead provided with hospital level care within their long-term care unit. As described above, the
actual antibody titer levels varied across the five RCTs, and the studies used varying assays to measure
antibody titer, making it difficult to compare absolute antibody titers across studies. Consequently, we
chose to look at median antibody titers within the individual studies as a means of comparing the CCP
used in the various RCTs.

Although there are several implementation considerations that could affect the real-world
efficacy and sustainability of CCP transfusion programs®®, our pooled meta-analysis including five large,
rigorously conducted RCTs suggests that high-titer CCP administered early to adult outpatients with
COVID-19 significantly reduces the risk of all-cause hospitalizations across a diverse range of
demographic and clinical profiles, geographic locations, and transfusion settings. We believe that CCP
should be considered as an outpatient treatment option (especially for patients at high-risk for poor
outcomes) in settings where monoclonal antibodies or antivirals are not currently accessible, or when
new variants arise undermining the effectiveness of these interventions. Future research should focus
on defining the optimal antibody titer and dosage for CCP, and evaluating its effectiveness among
immunocompromised vaccinated patients. Despite its limitations, CCP has the potential to be an

effective, readily available, and highly adaptable intervention for use in both this and future pandemics.
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Table 1. Trial characteristics

ccep CONV- total
CSSC-004 Argentina ERT C3PO CoV-Early all 5
saline/multi -
control arm plasma saline saline vitamin plasma
June 2020 Nov 2020
June 2020 to Oct to July Aug 2020 to Nov 2020
enrollment period to Oct 2021 | 2020 2021 Feb 2021 to July 2021
Trial duration (months) 16 5 9 7 9 46
614G,
alpha, beta, | WA-1, D614G, D614G,
variants delta D614G alpha D614G alpha
geography USA Argentina Spain USA Netherlands
target enrollment 1344 210 474 900 690 3318
enrolled 1225 160 376 511 421 2693
mITT 1181 154 369 500 416 2620
77 (65- 56 (IQR 60 (IQR 55-
median age (range) 43 (18-85) 90+) 52-62) 54 (18-93) 65)
1+ medical high risk 1806
conditon for COVID-19 470 (40) 131 (82) 278 (74) | 511 (100) 416 (100) (68.6)
progession (%) '
1569
symptoms <=5 days (%) 517 (44) 154 (100) 283 (77) | 389 (78) 226 (54) (60)
715
symptoms <= 3 days (%) 168 (14) 154 (100) 101 (27) | 240 (48) 52 (13) (27)
median/mean duration
symptoms 6 3 4.4 4 5
1300
total female (%) 675 (57) 98 (64) 169 (46) | 265 (53) 93 (22) (50)
1657
age over 50 (%) 411 (35) 154 (100) 368 (100) | 310 (61) 414 (100) (63)
515
age over 65 (%) 80 (7) 154 (100) 73 (20) 95 (19) 113 (27) (20)
344
diabetes (%) 99 (8) 35 (23) 39 (10) 142 (28) 29 (7) (13)
846
hypertension (%) 276 (23) 110 (71) 244 (66) 216 (42) not reported | (38) T
978
obesity or BMI >30 (%) 444 (38) 11 (7) 95 (26) 302 (60) 126 (30) (37)

tOnly included 4 reported studies.

Abbreviations. MVC=multi-vitamin concentrate; BMI=body mass index; mITT=modified intention to treat
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Table 2. Overall numbers and percent of pooled numbers for hospitalization and totals

total total
total |control total control |ARR % (95% [RRR %(95% Significance NNT
study ccp |hosp [control totals |CCP %% Cl) Cl) level Benefit
111 |1305| 160 | 1315 | 2620 | 8.5 12.2 B.7(1.3,6.0) 22.1)(12.0, P =0.0011 27
mITT (all cause '
hospitalizations)
88 (1282 147 | 1302 | 2584 | 6.9 11.3 4.4(2.2,6.6) zg; (217, P =0.0001 23
mITT minus -8)
admit on screen
70 (787 | 114 775 | 1562 | 8.9 14.7 5.8(2.6,9.0) zz.g)(19.9, P = 0.0002 17
onset <= 5 days
0.6(-2.7, [7.1(-39.1, | _
onset >=6 days 41 |518 | 46 540 | 1058 | 7.9 8.5 3.9) 37.9) P = 0.3605 166
403 (18.8, | _
donor titer >= 49 |687| 157 | 1315 | 2002 | 7.1 119 4.8(2.2,7.4) 56.1) P = 0.0004 21
median
donor titer 1.5 (-1.5, 12.4 (-15.6, |
below median 62 [593| 157 | 1315 | 1908 | 10.5| 11.9 A.5) 33.7) P=0.1735 67
high titer AND 7.6 (4.0, 51.4 (28.3, _
onset <= 5 days 29 (406 | 114 775 | 1181 | 7.1 14.7 11.1) 67.1) P =0.0001 13
Low titer and
onset <=5 days,
High titerand | ) o001 160 | 1315 | 2151 | 9.0 | 12.2 B.2(0.6,5.8) 22> ** |p=0.0105 31
onset > 5 days, 43.2)
Low titer and
onset > 5 days

Abbreviations. CCP=covid-19 convalescent plasma; mITT=modified intention to treat; Absolute risk
reduction=ARR; RRR=RRR; hosp=hospitalizations; NNT=Number needed to treat
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Figure Legends

Figure 1. PRISMA chart. The MEDLINE, Embase, MedRxiv, Cochrane Library, WHO COVID-19 Research
Database, and Web of Science were searched for all RCTs as of 30 September 2022.

Figure 2. Forest plot of A) modified Intention to Treat Analysis and B) of modified Intention to Treat
Analysis excluding same day hospital admissions

Figure 3. Forest plots of transfusion A) within 5 days or B) greater than 5 days

Figure 4. Forest plots plasma donor antibody levels A) at or above median titer or B) less than median
titer

Figure 5. Forest plots plasma donor antibody levels and early treatment A) at or above median titer AND
transfusion within 5 days or B) Total of (Low titer and onset<= 5 days, High titer and onset over 5 days,
Low titer and onset over 5 days
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Figure 1. PRISMA chart
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o _ -
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o WHO* (n=74) »| Duplicate records removed (n=
= Web of science (n=39) 127)
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=2 Cochrane Library (n=14) Excluded by software (n=53)
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Figure 2. Forest plot of A) modified Intention to Treat Analysis and B) of modified Intention to Treat
Analysis excluding same day hospital admissions

A
CCP Placebo
Study Events Total Events Total Odds Ratio OR 95%-Cl Weight
CSSC-004 21 592 40 589 ; 0.50 [0.29;0.87] 23.4%
CCP-Argentina 9 76 23 78 —— 0.32 [0.14;0.75] 13.0%
CONV-ERT 22 184 21 185 T 1.06 [0.56;2.00] 19.4%
C3PO 48 249 57 251 & 0.81 [0.53;1.25] 29.2%
CoV-Early 11 204 19 212 —H 0.58 [0.27;1.25] 15.0%
Random effects model 111 1305 160 1315 = 0.64 [0.45; 0.92] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: %= 42%, = 0.0637,p=0.14 ! ! ! ] ! !
Test for overall effect: z =-2.43 (p = 0.02) 0102 05 1 2 5 10
B
CCP Placebo
Study Events Total Events Total Odds Ratio OR 95%-Cl Weight
CSSC-004 18 589 37 586 ; 0.47 [0.26;0.83] 23.8%
CCP-Argentina 9 76 23 78 —F— 0.32 [0.14;0.75] 13.3%
CONV-ERT 21 183 20 184 — 1.06 [0.56;2.04] 20.1%
C3PO 31 232 51 254 —F 0.61 [0.38;1.00] 29.4%
CoV-Early 9 202 16 209 —F— 056 [0.24;1.30] 135%
Random effects model 88 1282 147 1311 e 0.58 [0.41; 0.82] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: /° = 31%, v = 0.0419, p = 0.22 N ! ! o
Test for overall effect: z =-3.09 (p < 0.01) 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

Abbreviations. CCP=COVID-19 convalescent plasma; OR=0dds ratio; Cl=confidence interval
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Figure 3. Forest plots of transfusion A) within 5 days or B) greater than 5 days

A
CCP Placebo

Study Events Total Events Total Odds Ratio OR 95%-Cl Weight
CSSC-004 5 258 25 259 ‘-—'— 0.18 [0.07;049] 171%
CCP-Argentina 9 76 23 78 —F—— 0.32 [0.14;0.75] 19.3%
CONV-ERT 15 141 18 142 — 082 [040;1.70] 21.7%
C3PO 35 190 39 192 — 0.89 [0.53;147] 26.3%
CoV-Early 6 122 9 104 — 0.55 [0.19;1.59] 156%
Random effects model 70 787 114 775 — 0.51 [0.28; 0.91] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 1> = 62%, t° = 0.2681, p = 0.03 N ' ! ol
Test for overall effect: z =-2.28 (p = 0.02) 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

B

CCP Placebo

Study Events Total Events Total Odds Ratio OR 95%-Cl Weight
CSSC-004 16 334 15 330 ' 1.06 [0.51; 217] 411%
CCP-Argentina 0 0 0 0 0.0%
CONV-ERT 7 43 3 43 ; 259 [0.62;10.78] 10.5%
C3PO 13 59 18 59 —E 064 [028; 147] 312%
CoV-Early 5 82 10 108 —'—*— 064 [021; 194 172%
Random effects model 41 518 46 540 ~==:.==~ 0.91 [0.57; 1.45] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: = 9%, < 0.0001, p =0.35 ! | | ! ! | |
Test for overall effect: z =-0.39 (p = 0.70) 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

Abbreviations. CCP=COVID-19 convalescent plasma; OR=0dds ratio; Cl=confidence interval
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Figure 4. Forest plots plasma donor antibody levels A) at or above median titer or B) less than median

titer
A
CCP Placebo

Study Events Total Events Total Odds Ratio OR 95%-Cl Weight
CSSC-004 9 315 37 589 : 0.44 [0.21;092] 22.0%
CCP-Argentina 3 46 23 78 ——— 0.17 [0.05;0.59] 122%
CONV-ERT 11 74 21 185 N B 1.36 [0.62;299] 20.9%
C3PO 19 124 57 251 —& T 062 [0.35;1.09] 265%
CoV-Early 7 128 19 212 — T 059 [0.24;1.44] 184%
Random effects model 49 687 157 1315 =] 0.57 [0.33; 0.98] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: /° = 55%, t° = 0.1997, p = 0.07 rol ! ! ol
Test for overall effect: z =-2.04 (p = 0.04) 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

B

CCP Placebo

Study Events Total Events Total Odds Ratio OR 95%-Cl Weight
CSSC-004 12 255 37 589 —*—— 0.74 [0.38;1.44] 235%
CCP-Argentina 6 30 23 78 — T 060 [0.22;166] 10.1%
CONV-ERT 11 110 21 185 — 0.87 [0.40;1.88] 17.6%
C3PO 29 125 57 251 I 1.03 [062;1.71] 40.4%
CoV-Early 4 73 19 212 —*—'-— 0.59 [0.19;1.79] 8.5%
Random effects model 62 593 157 1315 = 0.83 [0.60; 1.15] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I?= 0%, P = 0,p =081 ! | ! ! ! !
Test for overall effect: z =-1.10 (p =0.27) 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

Abbreviations. CCP=COVID-19 convalescent plasma; OR=0dds ratio; Cl=confidence interval
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Figure 5 Forest plots plasma donor antibody levels and early treatment A) at or above median titer AND
transfusion within 5 days or B) Total of (Low titer and onset<= 5 days, High titer and onset over 5 days,
Low titer and onset over 5 days

A
CCP Placebo

Study Events Total Events Total Odds Ratio OR 95%-Cl Weight
CSSC-004 1 127 25 259 <—— 0.07 [0.01;0.55] 10.8%
CCP-Argentina 3 46 23 78 ———— 0.17 [0.05;0.59] 185%
CONV-ERT 8 58 18 142 — 110 [0.45;270] 24.0%
C3PO 13 93 39 192 —— 064 [0.32;1.26] 275%
CoV-Early 4 82 9 104 ——=——7— 054 [0.16;1.82] 192%
Random effects model 29 406 114 775 e 0.44 [0.20; 0.97] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: /° = 59%, t° = 0.4842, p = 0.05 rol ! ! o

Test for overall effect: z =-2.03 (p = 0.04) 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

B

CCP Placebo

Study Events Total Events Total Odds Ratio OR 95%-Cl Weight
CSSC-004 20 443 40 589 —-'-—- 065 [0.37;1.13] 29.6%
CCP-Argentina 6 30 23 78 — T 060 [0.22;166] 87%
CONV-ERT 7 88 21 185 — T 067 [0.28;1.65] 11.2%
C3PO 35 156 57 251 —+— 098 [0.61;1.59] 39.3%
CoV-Early 7 119 19 212 —T 063 [0.26;1.56] 11.2%
Random effects model 75 836 160 1315 e 0.76 [0.56; 1.03] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 1= 0%, = 0,p=0.76 ! | ! ! ' !

Test for overall effect: z =-1.79 (p = 0.07) 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

Abbreviations. CCP=COVID-19 convalescent plasma; OR=o0dds ratio; Cl=confidence interval
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Supplementary Table 1. Risk of bias

Risk of Bias CSSC-004 | CCP-Argentina CONV-ERT C3PO *CoV-Early
Randomization Low Low Low Low Some concerns
Deviations from

intervention Low Low Low Low Low

Missing outcome data Low Low Low Low Low
Measurement of the

outcome Low Low Low Low Low

Selection of the reported

results Low Some concerns Low Low Low

Overall risk of bias Low Some concerns Low Low Some concerns

*COVID-NMA ran ROB on compiled real time pooling analysis of only CONV-ERT and CoV-Early studies
CONV-ERT and CoV-Early with some concerns for CoV-Early “No information on allocation concealment
The medRXIV manuscript (https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.30.21266810) in Appendix Table 2 noted
“Administration of conv plasma or fresh frozen plasma was blinded by masking the plasma bag with an
opaque bag wrapped around the plasma bag. The transfusion lab personal received the allocation email
and wrapped the concealment bag around the plasma bag.”. Independent ROB in COVID-NMA has not
been performed at time of submission. The ROB for COV-Early is low similar to other trials.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.16.22283585
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.16.22283585; this version posted December 19, 2022. 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.

It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

Supplementary Table 2. COVID-19 convalescent plasma characterization

CCP-Argentina remnant donor plasma not available for Euroimmun testing

CSSC- ccp CSSC | CONV
004 Argentina | CONV-ERT C3PO CoV-Early | -004 | -ERT
positive
after
1:320
dilution Spike IgG Vitalant Plaque
Euroimmu | titer greater pseudovirus Reduction
n (80% than 1:1000 reporter viral | Neutralizatio
over 3.5 (COVIDAR particla n Test 50%
Donor unit | AU), Vitros | IgG, Institute neutralizatioi | (Dutch CDC)
qualification | or Mt Sinai Leloir, ratio over 6 n 50% over of 1:160
level ELISAs Argentina) Euroimmun 1:160 (=271 1U/mL)
viral RBD-ACE2
neutralizatio binding
n live assay pseudo-virus live live
Broad
SARS-CoV-2 Institute
Surrogate Plaque
WA-1in Virus reduction D614G and
72 hour Neutralizatio HIV PsVNT- neutralizatio | B.1.1.351in
growth n Test (sVNT) | luciferase with n test 72 hour VNT VNT
Assay name assay Kit (RUO) WA-1 spike (D614G) growth assay | IU/mL | 1U/mL
Assay cell VeroE6- not HEK293T/hACE VeroE6-
line TMPRSS2 applicable 2 TMPRSS2 Vero-E6
number 311 75 148 138 200 311 148
min 10 8 60 184 81 1 14
25% 20 78 602 445 271 12 147
median 40 84 1379 578 386 36 342
75% 160 88 2801 1692 707 77 704
max 640 92 14580 5120 1000 565 3794
median
Spike 1gG 12,153
titer geomean 3200
Euroimmun
number
tested 319 134 5 10
Euroimmun
Arbitrary
units mean
transfused 5.4 8.1 5.3 3.9

Abbreviations: RBD-ACE-2=receptor binding domain-Angiotensin converting enzyme-2
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Supplementary Fig 1
Literature search strategies
1. MEDLINE (August 10, 2022)

1 COVID-19/ 180724

2 (coronavirus or "corona virus" or coronavirinae or 287954
coronaviridae or betacoronavirus or covid19 or "covid 19"
or nCoV or "CoV 2" or CoV2 or sarscov2 or 2019nCoV or
"novel CoV" or "wuhan virus").ti,ab,kw,kf.

3 1or2 295498
4 "convalescent plasma*"'.ti,ab,kw,kf. 1809
5  Outpatients/ 20005
6  (outpatient” or "out-patient*" or ambulatory).ti,ab,kw,kf. 291659
7 5o0r6 294196
8 3and4and7 36

2. Embase (August 10, 2022)

#10 #3 AND #6 AND #9 92
#9 #7 OR #8 484,909
#8 outpatient*:ti,ab,kw OR 'out-patient*":ti,ab,kw OR ambulatory:ti,ab,kw 473,934
#7 ‘outpatient'’/exp 152,505
#6 #4 OR #5 3,949
#5 ‘convalescent plasma*"ti,ab,kw 2,355
#4 ‘convalescent plasma'/exp 3,255
#3 #1 OR #2 329,719
#2 coronavirus:ti,ab,kw OR 'corona virus':ti,ab,kw OR 308,199

coronavirinae:ti,ab,kw OR coronaviridae:ti,ab,kw OR
betacoronavirus:ti,ab,kw OR covid19:ti,ab,kw OR 'covid 19":ti, ab kw
OR ncov:ti,ab,kw OR "cov 2":ti,abkw OR cov2:ti,.ab,kw OR
sarscov2:ti,.ab,kw OR 2019ncov:ti,ab,kw OR 'novel cov':tiab kw OR
'wuhan virus':ti,ab kw

#1 ‘coronavirus disease 2019'/exp 242,872

3. MedRxiv (August 10, 2022)

Search terms were “COVID-19” AND “convalescent plasma” AND “outpatient”
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4. Cochrane library (September 2, 2022)

Search terms were “COVID-19” AND “convalescent plasma” AND “outpatient”, and we use the filter
“content type” (“Trials”).

5. WHO COVID-19 global literature on coronavirus disease (August 10, 2022)
Search terms were “convalescent plasma” AND “outpatient”
6. Web of science (August 10, 2022)

Search terms were “COVID-19” AND “convalescent plasma” AND “outpatient”
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Supplementary Figure 2. Funnel plot analysis

Standard Error
0.214 0.107

0.321

0428

Log Odds Ratio
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Supplementary Figure 3. Viral neutralization by study. CSSC-004 used WA-1 virus in VeroE6-TMPRSS2
cells, CCP-Argentina used an RBD to ACE2 binding assay, CONV-ERT utilized an HIV pseudovirus in
HEK293T/hACE2 cells with WA-1 spike, C3PO used D614G virus in VeroE6-TMPRSS2 cells, and CoV-Early
used D614G and B1.12.351 in Vero-E6 cells with dilutional titers to interfere graphed. CSSC-004 in this
depiction of diverse tests appeared to be lower than the other studies in range of viral neutralization.
The minimum, 25%, median, 75% and maximum dilutional titers to interfere with 50% of assay signal is

shown.
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