
Molecular hydrogen for outpatients with Covid-19 (Hydro-Covid): a phase 3, randomised, 

triple-blinded, adaptive, placebo-controlled, multicentre trial 

 
Yoann Gaboreau, MD, PhD1, Aleksandra Milovančev, MD2-3, Carole Rolland1, Claire 

Eychenne1, Jean-Pierre Alcaraz1, Cordelia Ihl1,4, Roseline Mazet4, François Boucher1, MD, 

Celine Vermorel1, Sergej M. Ostojic, MD, PhD5, Jean Christian Borel, PhD6, Philippe Cinquin, 

MD, PhD*1,7 , Jean-Luc Bosson, MD, PhD*1,7 for the HydroCovid Investigators† 

 

1. Univ. Grenoble Alpes, CNRS, UMR 5525, VetAgro Sup, Grenoble INP, CHU 

Grenoble Alpes, TIMC, UMR5525, 38000 Grenoble, France 

2. University of Novi Sad, Faculty of Medicine, Novi Sad, Serbia 

3. Institute of Cardiovascular Diseases of Vojvodina, Sremska Kamenica, Serbia 

4. Univ. Grenoble Alpes, CHU Grenoble Alpes, Department of Pharmacy, 38000 

Grenoble, France 

5. FSPE Applied Bioenergetics Lab, University of Novi Sad, 21000 Novi Sad, Serbia. 

6. Agiradom, home care provider, 38400 Meylan, France  

7. Univ. Grenoble Alpes, Inserm, CHU Grenoble Alpes, CIC1406, 38000 Grenoble, 

France  

 
* Contributed equally 
 
†Investigators participating in the HydroCovid study are listed in the Appendix. 

 
Authors’ email addresses 

yoann.gaboreau@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr, aleksandra.milovancev@mf.uns.ac.rs, 

carole.rolland@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr, claire.eychenne@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr,  jean-

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 5, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304


pierre.alcaraz@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr, CIhl@chu-grenoble.fr, RMazet@chu-grenoble.fr, 

francois.boucher@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr, celine.vermorel@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr, 

sergej.ostojic@chess.edu.rs, j.borel@agiradom.com, philippe.cinquin@univ-grenoble-

alpes.fr, jean-luc.bosson@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr 

 

Authors’ contributions  

JPA, FB, JLB, PC devised the project, the main conceptual ideas. YG, CR, CE, CI, RM, JCB, 

JLB, PC designed the study. YG, AM, CR, CE, SMO, JLB, PC have implemented the 

adaptative protocol. CV defined the number of subjects needed and perform statistical 

analysis. JLB, CV verified the numerical results. YG, CR, CE, PC, JLB wrote the manuscript. 

All authors discussed results and commented on the manuscript. 

 

Corresponding authors 

Dr. Yoann Gaboreau, Faculté de Médecine de Grenoble, Domaine de la Merci 

Avenue des Marquis du Grésivaudan 38706 La Tronche, France 

Office phone: +00 33 4 76 63 71 19 ; mail: yoann.gaboreau@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr 

ORCID ID: 0000-0002-8198-099X 

 

Pr. Philippe Cinquin, Laboratoire TIMC,  Pavillon Taillefer, CHU Grenoble Alpes 

38700 LA TRONCHE CEDEX - FRANCE 

Office phone: +33 4 76 76 87 50 ; mail: philippe.cinquin@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr  

ORCID ID: 0000-0002-2700-1447 
 

 

Word count: 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 5, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304


Abstract:  248 words 

Article:  2496 words 

 

Number of tables: 3 

Number of figures: 1 

Number of graphs: 1 

Number of supplementary materials: 1 
 

Number of Appendix: 1 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 5, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304


Abstract 

Background  

Due to its antioxidative, anti-inflammatory, anti-apoptosis, and antifatigue properties, 

molecular hydrogen (H2) is potentially a novel therapeutic gas for acute coronavirus disease 

2019 (COVID-19) patients.  

Aim  

To determine the efficacy and safety profile of hydrogen rich water (HRW) to reduce the risk 

of progression of COVID-19. 

Design and settings 

We conducted a phase 3, triple-blind, randomized, placebo-controlled trial to evaluate treatment 

with HRW started within 5 days after the onset of signs or symptoms in primary care patients 

with mild-to-moderate, laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 and at least one risk factor for severe 

COVID-19 illness. 

Method 

Participants were randomly assigned to receive HRW or placebo twice daily for 21 days. The 

composite primary endpoint was the incidence of clinical worsening (dyspnea, fatigue) 

associated with a need for oxygen therapy, hospitalization or death at day-14; the incidence of 

adverse events was the primary safety end point.  

Results 

A total of 675 participants were followed up until day-30. 337 in the HRW group and 338 in 

the placebo group. Baseline characteristics were similar in the two groups. HRW was not 

superior to placebo in preventing clinical worsening at day-14: in H2 group, 46.1% met a 

clinical deterioration, 43.5% in the placebo group, Hazard Ratio 1.09, 90% confidence interval 

[0.90-1.31]. One death was reported in the H2 group and 2 in the placebo group at day-30. 

Adverse events were reported in 91 (27%) and 89 (26.2%) participants respectively. 
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Conclusion 

Twice-daily ingestion of HRW from the onset of COVID-19 symptoms for 21 days did not 

reduce clinical worsening.  

 

Keywords: COVID-19; Molecular Hydrogen; Administration, Oral; Primary health care; 

Outcome Assessment; 

 
How this fits in:  

• Only a few molecules specially developed against SARS-CoV-2 can limit impact of 
COVID-19 (vaccines, monoclonal antibodies or antiviral drugs) 

 
• Using their multiple properties, H2 may play a key role in preventing the severe and 

post-acute forms of COVID-19 
 

• Taking twice daily Hydrogen Rich Water (HRW) was not efficacious to prevent 
severe COVID-19 in at risk COVID-19 patients. 

 
• HRW confirmed a very safe profil 

 
 
  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 5, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304


INTRODUCTION 

To date, more than 800 million cases of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) were confirmed, 

with a remarkable growing up with Omicron variant during December 2021. Over 7 million 

deaths worldwide were reported caused by severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 

(SARS-CoV-2).(1) A slight percentage of COVID-19 patients needed hospitalization, 

predominantly older adults and persons with pre-existing conditions (e.g., obesity, diabetes 

mellitus, hypertension or disabilities conditions).(2–4)  To avoid these severe complications, 

several vaccines were developed in record time. These are highly effective in reducing COVID-

19-related hospitalizations, admissions to the intensive care unit and deaths.(5) Although two 

thirds of the world's population was vaccinated with at least one dose, one third with a booster 

dose by early December 2023, vaccine coverage still appears to be too sparse and access is 

uneven.(6) In the same time, antiviral therapies for reducing the risk of severe COVID-19 are 

emerging. They have been approved at the end of 2021 and a few countries are introducing 

molnupinavir or nirmatrelvir/ritonavir in their therapeutic arsenal.(7,8)  Their implantation in 

primary care still faces several obstacles: availability in different countries, access to 

populations, restrictions on their use, conditions of use during the first days of the disease, and 

a cost-effectiveness ratio that remains to be demonstrated. Other therapeutic approaches have 

been explored, such as the reuse of molecules like chloroquine, ivermectin, doxycycline, 

azythromycin, colchicine, or vitamin D. All of these strategies did not reduce the risk of 

developing a severe form of COVID-19 in the primary care setting.(9–15) Inhaled budesonide 

might provide a small benefit in high-risk patients, but only one serious study suggests this, and 

these data need to be confirmed in a larger population.(16) Molecular hydrogen (H2) represents 

a novel approach. Potential preventive and therapeutic applications of H2 in various acute and 

chronic clinical conditions are strongly suggested.(17–20) Thus, H2 could be a possible adjunct 

therapy especially in COVID-19, to combat an excessive proinflammatory response, and in 
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particular increased oxidative stress and apoptosis, due to its anti-inflammatory anti anti-

oxidative properties.(17,21–24) Recent studies have confirmed the benefit of H2/O2 mixing in 

severe COVID-19 to limit complications, or in combination with a rehabilitation programme in 

post-acute COVID-19.(25–27) By far the easiest and most practical method of H2 

administration is oral ingestion of Hydrogen Rich Water (HRW), which has been widely used 

with a very low rate of side effects. (18,28–30) Moreover, the US-FDA considered HRW as 

GRAS (Generally Recognized As Safe). Since H2 has been shown to be effective on pro-

inflammatory agents, it could reduce the destructive cytokine storm caused by SARS-CoV-2 at 

an early stage.(31) We hypothesize that the administration of HRW during the very first days 

of the disease, at the stage of mild or moderate ambulatory COVID-19, can avoid the 

inflammatory cascade leading to the cytokine storm and the dramatic consequences of severe 

COVID-19. Maintaining H2 intake during the 3 weeks of COVID-19 could limit the disabling 

symptoms present in acute phase, such as dyspnoea and fatigue, and progression to severe 

symptoms. 

Material and methods 

Study design 

A phase 3, double-blinded, parallel-group, randomised, placebo-controlled trial (RCT) 

evaluating the safety and efficacy of H2 for COVID-19 disease in adult outpatients was initiated 

on January, 2021.  

This trial was conducted in 5 French and 1 Serbian regions. It was coordinated by the TIMC 

public laboratory (Grenoble, France). The trial was done in accordance with the principles of 

the International Conference on Harmonisation of Good Clinical Practice guidelines.  

An inclusion visit by video teleconsultation, or, alternatively, by telephone with a trained 

physician investigator was arranged in France. In Serbia, inclusion and product delivery were 

carried out directly by the investigators during the medical visit at general practice doctor’s 
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office. Socio-demographic characteristics and comorbidities were collected at baseline. Data 

were collected every day during the first month on a paper CRF at home by participants. The 

primary outcome was collected at Day 12-14 by video teleconsultation, phone or during medical 

visit by physician investigators according to the health organization of the 2 countries. 

Secondary outcomes were collected at 1, 3, and 12 months by postal questionnaire and phone 

calling by research team. All adverse events were reported.  

 

Participants 

Outpatients with mild biological confirmed COVID-19, according to World Health 

Organization (WHO) guidelines, and with at least one risk factor, were eligible, regardless of 

whether they had been vaccinated against SARS-CoV-2. Inclusion and exclusion criteria were 

detailed in supplementary material. 

 

Randomisation and masking 

Eligible and consenting subjects were then randomized in a double-blind fashion to either 

intervention (HRW) or placebo group by computer-generated random numbers in an 1:1 ratio. 

Randomisation was stratified in blocks of four stratified by age (< 70 or ≥ 70 years). Both the 

HRW pill and the placebo were effervescent pills packaged in identical shaped bottles, thus 

maintaining blinding procedure. The trial team, investigators and participants are not informed 

of treatment allocation until all participants have completed the one-year follow-up visit. 

 

Interventions 

All participants received usual standard of care for COVID-19 provided by their general 

practitioners. High concentration HRW was prepared via H2 -producing tablets (Drink HRW). 

Participants consumed 1 tablet twice daily in 250 mL of water. Placebo contained identical 
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ingredients to the hydrogen supplement, but instead of metallic magnesium the placebo 

contained magnesium carbonate. 

 

Outcomes 

The primary endpoint is a composite endpoint of symptom worsening (dyspnoea and fatigue), 

O2 loading at home or in emergency room, hospitalization (not only a need for the emergency 

service) and death occurring within 14 days of inclusion in the study. Secondary outcomes 

included time to clinical improvement, number of days with dyspnoea or fatigue, time to 

hospitalization for any cause or due to COVID-19 progression, all-cause mortality and time to 

death from any cause, quality of life and quality of sleep, adverse reactions to the study 

medications, and the proportion of participants who are non-adherent with the study. All 

secondary outcomes were assessed up to one month following randomization. 

 

Safety  

Safety endpoints included adverse events occurring during the treatment period (from day 28 

or earlier), serious adverse events, and adverse events resulting in discontinuation of treatment 

or placebo.  

 

Statistical analysis 

Quantitative variables were described as median and quartiles, qualitative variables were 

described as frequencies and percentages. Time-to-event variables were described the same 

way as qualitative variables. 

The primary analysis compared proportions of patients in the two groups measuring the efficacy 

of H2 compared with placebo. It was assessed by the first primary efficacy end point recording 

up to day-14, using the Kaplan–Meier method to account for all patients, including those 
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prematurely withdrawn from the trial or lost to follow-up. Adjusted hazard ratio was calculated, 

stratified on age 70, and associated 90 confidence intervals for analysis using Cox proportional 

model. Results for physical fatigue, mental symptoms, breathlessness and 

hospitalization/oxygenotherapy/death separately were presented identically. 

For secondary outcomes, treatment compliance and persistent symptoms were compared across 

groups using Fisher’s exact test. Time to resolution of symptoms between groups was analysed 

by Mann-Whitney test. The EQ5D5L was analysed using a linear mixed effects model to model 

all times, using the individual as a random effect, and an interaction between the time (discrete) 

and the randomisation group. In the same way, the PSQI was analysed using a linear mixed 

effects model. Sub-group analyses were conducted by adding an interaction term between the 

treatment and the parameter in the Cox model for the main analysis. 

The planned enrollment of 700 participants was selected to ensure greater than 95% power to 

demonstrate superiority in the primary end point at a one-sided 2.5% alpha level if the 

underlying event rates were 24% with HRW and 32% with placebo. All analyses were 

conducted with the use of STATA, version 17 (StataCorp, College Station, Texas). 

Interim analyses were not planned. We planned re-evaluation of the event rate when clinical 

worsening could be evaluated for approximately 100 patients. We planned to stop the study if 

the event rate was too low, increasing the sample size beyond feasibility.  

 

Results  

Participants  

Flow chart and Table of population characteristics 

Between January 22, 2021 and March 24, 2022, a total of 700 patients were included at baseline 

and were randomized into the H2 group or placebo group. Twenty-five participants were 

excluded distributed equally between the 2 groups (Figure 1). Finally, 675 patients analyzed at 
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the follow-up period (day 30). Baseline demographic and clinical characteristics were generally 

similar in the two groups (Table 1). Overall, 69.5% participants had had onset of signs or 

symptoms 3 days or less before randomization, 71.7% were vaccinated against SARS-CoV-2 

and half (53%) were infected by Delta variant, 38% by Omicron. The most common risk factors 

were age over 60 years (41.6%) and obesity (28.6%). Survival status were confirmed for all at 

day-30. 

 

Efficacy 

Hydrogen was not superior to placebo at day-14 in preventing clinical worsening. In H2 group 

154/334 participants (46.1%) experienced a clinical deterioration according to definition of the 

primary endpoint, 145/333 (43.5%) in the placebo group, Hazard Ratio: 1.09, 90% Confidence 

Interval [0,90-1.31], p: 0.479 (Graph 1). Among the clinical criteria composing the main 

composite criterion: physical or mental fatigue, breathlessness, need for oxygen therapy, 

hospitalization or death, none of them was improved by hydrogen compared with placebo 

(Table 2). A subgroup analysis was conducted exploring the interaction between the main 

criterion and age, nature of the SARS-CoV-2 variant, vaccination status or country of inclusion. 

No statistical interaction was found. A sensibility analysis was conducted excluding the 

participant when the clinical worsening appeared in the first day after randomization. In this 

case, 126/306 participants (41.2%) experienced a clinical deterioration in the H2 group, 116/304 

(38.2%) in the placebo group, p: 0.389. 

The large majority of hospitalizations occurred during the first 2 weeks, and all 3 deaths were 

attributed to respiratory distress secondary to COVID-19. Quality of life improved during the 

first month of follow-up (relative difference of 20.7%), but strictly in parallel between the 2 

groups. The time to resolution of symptoms was 11 days, [IQR: 7-17] in the H2 group and 14 

days [IQR: 7 - 20] in the placebo group, p: 0.186. At one month of follow-up, 39% of 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 5, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304


participants had persistent symptoms with no difference between the two groups: anosmia, 

dysgeusia for 58 (10%), breathing difficulties for 55 (9.5%), cough for 62 (10.7%), arthralgia 

for 65 (10.6%).  

 

Safety  

The incidence of adverse events that emerged during or after the treatment period was similar 

among the two groups (Table 3). None of the serious adverse events (SAE) graded 5 or 4  related 

to drug or placebo were reported during the acute phase. Grade 3 events were more frequent, 

and 45 of the 48 serious situations were linked to the severity of COVID-19 and hospitalization. 

Suspected serious unexpected adverse reaction was found in a single patient after 3 days of 

treatment: boudless energy, insomnia, visual and hearing hallucination, anxiety, lower limb 

oedema. These symptoms were attributed to placebo group.  

An ulcerative syndrome and a hepatic colic were detected in the H2 group. A drug-drug 

interaction involving azythromycin and colchicine was detected, requiring hospitalization. 

H2 treatment was well tolerated, 85.5% of participants completed the 21 days treatment with a 

good compliance (Table 2). Among the reasons for discontinuation of study treatment, 10 

patients described allergic-type reactions (5 in each group), and 92 patients (44 versus 48) 

experienced expected side effects such as diarrhea or abdominal pain. In a lesser proportion, 16 

patients experienced vomiting (8 in each group). One patient reported a sensation of 

hypertension and was randomized to the placebo group. A few patients declared sensations of 

metal rubbing on certain dental prostheses only in the H2 group. Other Class 1 side effects 

reported by patients were less than 1%.  

 

Discussion 

Summary 
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These data from the Hydro-Covid phase 3 trial in non-hospitalized at-risk adults with COVID-

19 indicate that HRW, initiated within 5 days after the onset of symptoms, does not reduce the 

risk of hospitalization for any cause or death through day-30. The speed of symptoms recovery 

was equivalent in the 2 arms. All patients had regained a good quality of life and good sleep 

whatever the treatment at Day-30. The safety profile of HRW was reassuring, with a frequency 

of AEs in line with expectations. 

 

Strengths and limitations  

The absence of a detected effect may be the result of several factors: a composite primary 

endpoint that was too "soft". We opted for a patient centered approach about their symptoms 

and discomfort measured by VAS and validated scales, combined with stricter criteria such as 

hospitalization, oxygen therapy and death. This data is illustrated by the fact that 44.8% of 

patients met the primary endpoint, mainly symptomatic criteria, while 3.3% met severe 

COVID-19 criteria. The profile of the included patients suggested that they were initially in 

good health, that they were interested in a dietary supplement as the subject of this trial, and 

that their exposure to pathologies and risk factors was low. In addition, the environmental 

context, with the rise of SARS-Cov-2 vaccination, probably played a supplementary protective 

role. Indeed, public policies have preferentially targeted at-risk populations in order to limit the 

impact on the hospital system and its associated burden. Patients were recruited for this study 

during the primary and booster vaccination phases. The protective effect has now been 

demonstrated, reducing the risk of hospitalization or death in vaccinated patients by a factor of 

3 to 10, depending on the number of associated co-morbidities(5,32). 

 

Despite the negative results, and the limitations described above, this study has methodological 

advantages: it took place solely in patients' homes, with recruitment exclusively in primary care. 
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In addition, it validated the recruitment of patients into a clinical trial by teleconsultation, 

accompanied by a home visit by mobile teams made up of members of the research team or 

private nurses. This shows that therapeutic trials in primary care are feasible. The COVID-19 

clinical trials have had a leverage effect in getting research out of hospital centers and proposing 

organizational innovations to reach out to patients in their own environment. As a case in point, 

the COVERAGE platform trial involved 213 stakeholders in setting up and running the clinical 

trial for 1 investigating center(33). Of these, more than half were the mobile teams responsible 

for the inclusion and home follow-up of the included patients. 

 

Comparison with existing literature 

Other studies have used different concentrations and delivery methods, such as inhalation. 

Lebaron et al. were able to test changes in biological parameters after 6 months' exposure to 

HRW 3 times a day (34). Another trial in 2019 tested the efficacy of ingesting 2 tablets of HRW 

on physical performance, noting a reduction in heart rate and respiratory rate without any 

change in VO2 max(35). Mikami et al were able to show the efficacy of taking 500 mL of HRW 

30 min before physical effort on an ergometric cycle on VO2max and the Borg scale (36). Botek 

et al. were able to measure the effect of inhaled H2 on effects in terms of improved physical and 

respiratory function in acute post-COVID-19 patients (27). These data support a biological and 

clinical effect of H2, but the effective dose and conditions of use have yet to be determined. 

 

Implications for research and/or practice 

Molecular hydrogen was recently discovered as a potential therapeutic agent. In three decades, 

more than 900 clinical trials were described on Pubmed. A thematic issue consisting of 19 

review articles on H2 medicine was recently published(37). The therapeutic possibilities are 

numerous, both for sick patients - all the more interesting as the inflammatory component is 
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predominant - and for healthy people. This approach deserves to be brought to the attention of 

Western research teams, who are poorly represented in this particularly promising field of 

research. 
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Figure 1. Randomization and Flow of Participants from Baseline 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

700 patients 
were included 

350 assigned to receive 
H2 

350 assigned to receive 
placebo 

13 patients discontinued H2 : 
     -6 withdrew ≤ 4 days 
     -1 with oxygen saturation < 95% at delivery 
     -6 with beginning of symptoms ≥ 6 days 

12 patients discontinued placebo: 
     -3 withdrew ≤ 4 days 
     -2 with oxygen saturation < 95% at delivery 
     -1 randomized the day of the suspensive 
opinion of the National drug safety agency  
     -6 with beginning of symptoms ≥ 6 days 

337 analyzed at 30-day 
trial period  

 
Including 334 with main 

criterion available 

338 analyzed 30-day 
trial period 

 
Including 333 with main 

criterion available 
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Graph1: Time-to-Event Analysis of clinical worsening at Day 14  
 

 
 
 
 
 
Shown are Kaplan–Meier curves. Clinical worsening is defined as a composite endpoint of 
symptom worsening (dyspnea and fatigue) at home or in emergency room, hospitalization or 
death occurring within 14 days of inclusion in the study. Fatigue worsening was defined by a 
25% increase via the Chalder scale or via daily visual analog scale (VAS) self-assessment for 
fatigue. Dyspnea worsening was defined by a 25% increase of the mMRC (modified Medical 
Research Council) scale or a daily VAS self-assessment   
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Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of the participants at baseline. 

  H2  
(n=337) 

Placebo 
(n=338) 

Country, no. (%)   

 France 210 (62.3) 210 (62.1) 
 Serbia 127 (37.7) 128 (37.9) 

Median age, [IQR], yr 57 [46-64] 57 [49-64] 

Age group, no (%)   

 < 50 yr 114 (33.8) 93 (27.5) 

 50-59 yr 83 (24.6) 110 (32.5) 
 60-69 yr 103 (30.6) 99 (29.3) 

 ≥ 70 yr 37 (11) 36 (10.7) 

Female Sex at birth, no (%)   

 Female 206 (61.1) 209 (61.8) 

 Male 131 (38.9) 129 (38.1) 

Risk factors for severe illness from COVID-19, no. (%)   

 Obesity* 95 (28.2) 98 (29) 

  Body mass index > 35 kg/m2 27 (8) 32 (9.5) 

 Diabetes mellitus 31 (9.2) 35 (10.4) 

 Serious heart condition† 12 (3.6) 13 (3.9) 

 Serious respiratory condition‡ 28 (8.3) 26 (7.7) 

 Chronic kidney disease ( Clearance < 60 
mL/min/1.73m2) 3 (0.9) 3 (0.9) 

 Active Cancer 3 (0.9) 4 (1.2) 

 Association between 3 non major risk factors 34 (10.1) 36 (10.7) 

    

Co-existing conditions   

 Tabagism 58 (17.2) 60 (17.8) 

 Hypertension 135 (40.1) 142 (42) 

 Dyslipidemia 35 (10.4) 37 (11) 

 Asthma 26 (7.7) 22 (6.5) 

Medications at baseline   

 Corticotherapy 13 (3.9) 6 (1.8) 

 Anticoagulation 12 (3.6) 11 (3.3) 

 Non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs 31 (9.2) 36 (10.7) 
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Quality of life (EQ5D Index score), median [IQR] 0.95 [0.88 – 
0.97] 

0.95 [0.9 – 
0.98] 

Quality of life (EQ5-VAS), median [IQR] 65 [50 – 80] 65 [50 – 80] 

Quality of sleep (PSQI) 5 [3 – 8] 5 [3 – 8] 

Patient vaccinated against SARS-CoV-2, no. (%) 249 (73.9) 235 (69.5) 

Theorical variant designation¶, n (%)   

 Alpha 25 (7.4) 31 (9.2) 

 Delta 182 (54.0) 176 (52.1) 
 Omicron 130 (38.6) 131 (38.8) 

Time since first symptoms to randomizationǁ, no. (%) n=316 n=307 

 ≤ 3 days 217 (68.7) 216 (70.4) 

 > 3 days 99 (31.3) 91 (29.6) 
Number of different symptoms in the initial phase, no. 
(%)   

 1 12 (3.6) 15 (4.4) 
 2 50 (14.8) 51 (15.1) 

 3 71 (21.1) 76 (22.5) 

 4 80 (23.7) 82 (24.3) 
 > 4 124 (36.8) 114 (22.7) 

    
* Obesity was defined by a body-mass index of 30 or higher. 
† Complicated hypertension, Previous stroke, History of coronary artery disease, History of 
cardiac surgery, Heart failure, Peripheral arterial disease, Atrial fibrillation 
‡ Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, Asthma with inhaled corticosteroid therapy, 
Pulmonary fibrosis, Sleep apnea syndrome, Cystic fibrosis 
¶ Data extracted from national biological databases by selecting the most prevalent SARS-
CoV-2 variant on the geographical area and date of inclusion 
ǁ The time period was based on data collected at randomization. 
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Table 2: Primary and secondary outcomes 
 
 
   H2  

(n:334) 
Placebo 
(n:333) 

p-value 

   Number (percent)  
Primary end point*    
 Clinical deterioration at day-14 154 

(46.1) 
145 
(43.5) 

0.479 

 Physical fatigue 99 (29.4) 88 (26.4) 0.383 
  On Chalder scale  4 (1.2) 3 (0.9)  
  On visual analogic scale 37 (11.1) 31 (9.3)  
  Described by patient 68 (20.4) 61 (18.3)  
 Mental symptoms  46 (13.8) 54 (16.2) 0.391 
  On Chalder scale 5 (1.5) 7 (2.1)  
  On visual analogic scale 42 (12.6) 47 (14.1)  
 Breathlessness 78 (23.4) 67 (23.1) 0.31 
  On mMRC 17 (5.1) 14 (4.2)  
  On visual analogic scale 44 (13.2) 43 (12.9)  
  Described by patient 32 (9.6) 23 (6.9)  
 Hospitalization / Oxygenotherapy 

required 11 (3.3) 10 (3.0) 0.83 

 Death 1 (0.3) 0  
Secondary end points     
 Hospitalization / Oxygenotherapy 

required at Day-30 
12 (2.6) 10 (3) 0.83 

 Death at Day-30 1 (0.3) 2 (0.6) 0.58 
 Treatment compliance at day-14    
  ³80% 252 

(76.8) 
263 
(80.7) 

0.252 

  ³50% 272 
(82.9) 

284 
(87.1) 

0.154 

 Treatment compliance at day-21 n:229 n:248  
  ³80% 197 

(86.0) 
211 
(85.1) 

0.796 

  ³50% 217 
(94.8) 

234 
(94.4) 

1 

 Quality of life (Index score), at day-
30 median [IQR] 

0.98 
(0.93 – 
0.1) 

0.98 
(0.93 – 
0.1) 

0.212 

 Quality of life (Health status) at day-
30 median [IQR] 

80 (70 – 
90) 

80 (70 – 
90) 

0.76 

 Quality of sleep, median [IQR] 5 (3 – 
8.7)  

5 (3.5 – 
7) 

0.047 

* Worsening of fatigue was defined by a 25% increase via the Chalder scale (i.e. an increase 
³ 5 points for physical symptoms and ³  3 points for mental symptoms) or via daily VAS self-
assessment for fatigue (i.e. an increase ³  2.5 points). Worsening of dyspnoea was defined by 
a 25% increase of the mMRC scale (i.e. an increase ³  1 point if mMRC at baseline ³  1 or an 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 5, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.23.24303304


increase ³  2 points if mMRC at baseline = 0) or a daily VAS self-assessment (i.e. an increase 
³  2.5 points).   
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Table 3 Summary of Adverse Events, Serious Adverse Events, and Adverse Events Leading 
to Discontinuation through Day 30.* 
 

Adverse Event Category 
H2 
(N=337) 

Placebo 
(N=338) 

Events that emerged during treatment period 
  

Patients with adverse events — no. (%) 91 (27) 89 (26.2) 
Any adverse event 126 (37.4) 124 

(36.7) 
Serious adverse event 21 (6.2) 27 (8) 
Maximum grade 3 or 4 adverse event 7 (2.1) 11 (3.3) 
Maximum grade 5 adverse event 1 2 
Discontinued drug or placebo because of adverse event 16 (4.7) 14 (4.1) 
Had dose reduction or temporary discontinuation owing to 
adverse event 

2 3 

Events considered to be related to drug or placebo 
  

Patients with adverse events — no. (%) 60 (17.8) 59 (17.5) 
Any adverse event 76 (22.6) 74 (21.9) 
Serious adverse event 1 0 
Maximum grade 3 or 4 adverse event 1 0 
Maximum grade 5 adverse event 0 0 
Discontinued drug or placebo because of adverse event 4 (1.2) 5 (1.5) 
Had dose reduction or temporary discontinuation owing to 
adverse event 

23 (6.8) 21 (6.2) 

*Shown are data for all patients who received at least one dose of drug or placebo 
†All reported deaths were related to COVID-19; causes of death included COVID-19 
pneumonia (3 patients). 
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Appendix: List of HydroCovid investigators 
 
BARRELIER Marie-Thérèse, BOSSON Jean-Luc, DAVID TCHOUDA Sandra, 

DESCOMBE Fabrice, GABOREAU Yoann, LANOYE Patrick, MILOVANCEVAleksandra, 

PARADIS Sabrina, SORS Claire. 
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