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Suppl. figure S1. Effect of corticosteroid on Length of Mechanical Ventilation in days (Z=2.26,

P=0.024, SMD: standard mean difference, SD: standard deviation, horizontal line express 95% ClI,

Diamond represents overall estimate from the meta-analysis, squares represent effect size for each

study).
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Suppl. figure S2. Effect of corticosteroid on the length of hospital stay (Z=3.16, P=0.002, SMD:

standard mean difference, SD: standard deviation, horizontal line express 95% CI, Diamond

represents overall estimate from the meta-analysis, squares represent effect size for each study).



Study

H1N1

Kim
2011

Linko
2011

Subtatal {|-squared = 86.5%, p = 0.006)

MERS-CoV

Arabi
2017

Subtotal {I-squared = %, p = )

Overall {l-squared = 80.3%, p = 0.006)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

<><>}<>

SMD (95% CI)

0.42 (0.16, 0.67)

1.03 (0.67, 1.40)

0.71 (0,10, 1.32)

0.36 (0.14, 0.59)

0.36 (0.14, 0.59)

0.58 (0.22, 0.94)

N, mean
(SD); Treatment

107, 30.8 {36.9)

72,22.1(16.6)

179

151, 24.2 (18.7)

151

330

N, mean
(SD); Control

138, 18.9 (20)

60, 8.7 (6.07)

198

158, 17.8 (16.5)

158

356

%
Weight

34.65

29.28

63.93

36.07

36.07

100.00

I
-1.4

Favours Corticosteroid

Favours Control

Suppl. figure S3. Subgroup analysis of effect of corticosteroid on length of hospital stay for

patients with HIN1 and MERS-CoV viral infections (SMD: standard mean difference, SD:

standard deviation, horizontal line express 95% CI, Diamond represent overall estimate from the
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Suppl. figure S4. Effect of corticosteroid on the length of ICU stay (Z=3.07, P=0.002, SMD:

standard mean difference, SD: standard deviation, horizontal line express 95% CI, Diamond

represents overall estimate from the meta-analysis, squares represent effect size for each study).
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Suppl. figure S6. Funnel plot analysis of selected articles to check publication bias.

Egger’s test (Egger, Smith et al. 1997):

Intercept: 2.788

Confidence interval: - -0.348 to -5.924

t statistic: 1.766

P value: 0.09

Interpretation:

We can see that the P value of Egger’s test is not significant (P > 0.05), which suggest that there
is no evidence of publication bias.

Egger, M., et al. (1997). "Bias in meta-analysis detected by a simple, graphical test." Bmj
315(7109): 629-634.
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Suppl. Table ST3: Risk of bias of included Observational study

Study A. Selection B. C. Outcome
Comparability
of cohort
Represent- ~ Selection ~ Ascertainment Outcome Assessment  Follow-  Adequacy
activeness of of exposure not of uplong of
of non- present exposure enough?  Follow-
exposed exposure at start up
cohort
Yam 2007 e A Y bAg ¢ * *
Boudreault ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ * w
20111
Moreno * * * < Yo * *
2018
Diaz 2012 ¥ i e Y * * *
Martin- ¥ ¥ * e * *
Loeches
2018
Delaney e A e Y * Y
2016
Lu 2020 * * * * PAge * Lo
Arabi 2018 ¥ ¥ ¥ o ¥ * *
Kim 2011 * * * < Yo * > *
Brun- * * * * PAge * Lo
Buisson
2011
Li 2017 * * * < Yo * > *
Cao 2016 * * * * PAge * w *
Linko 2011 * * ¥ b4 * *
Hong et al., ¥* * * b e b e * * *
2020
Liuetal, * e R e * ek * *
2020
Fernandez- ¥ ¥ 4 b * W *
Cruz etal.,
2020
Lietal, * * * * PAge * w *
2020
Ma et al., ¥ e R e * * *
2020

Stars indicate the scores assigned to each study
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Suppl. Table ST4: Risk of bias of included randomized controlled trials studies

Study Sequence | Allocation Blinding Blinding Missing Other Overall
Generation | Sequence (Performance | (Outcome Outcome | Bias Bias
Concealment | bias) measurement) | Data
Villar 2020 Low Low Low Low Low Probably | Low
Low
Dequin et Low Low Low Low Low Probably | Low
al., 2020 Low
Tomaziniet | Low Low Low Low Low Probably | Low
al., 2020 Low
Horby etal., | Low Low Low Low Low Probably | Low
2020 Low
Angusetal., | Low Low Low Low Low Probably | Low
2020 Low
Jeronimoet | Low Low Low Low Low Probably | Low
al., 2020 Low
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