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Supplementary Methods 

Study Design and oversight 

This multi-center, randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled, parallel-group phase 3 trial, included 101 centers 

from 12 countries in Asia, Europe, North and South America. Randomization was facilitated by a computer-

generated random sequence using an interactive web-response system to allocate participants 1:1 to placebo or 

baricitinib 4-mg. Participants were stratified according to the following baseline stratification factors: disease 

severity (hospitalized not requiring supplemental oxygen, requiring ongoing medical care [National Institute of 

Allergy and Infectious Disease Ordinal Scale <NIAID-OS 4>; Table S1]; hospitalized requiring supplemental 

oxygen by prongs or mask [OS 5]; hospitalized requiring non-invasive ventilation or high-flow oxygen [OS 6]), age 

(<65 or ≥65 years), region (Europe, United Sates [US], or Rest of World), and use of dexamethasone and/or other 

systemic corticosteroid (yes/no) at baseline for COVID-19. Participants, study staff, and investigators were blinded 

to the study assignment. 

Baricitinib or placebo was administered orally (or crushed for nasogastric tube), given daily, for up to 14 

days or until discharge from hospital. All participants received background standard of care (SOC) in keeping with 

local clinical practice for COVID-19 management, which included corticosteroids (including dexamethasone), 

antibiotics, antivirals (including remdesivir), antifungals, and antimalarials. Dexamethasone use was permitted, 

consistent with the dose/duration utilized in the RECOVERY trial;1 other corticosteroid use was limited unless 

indicated per SOC for a concurrent condition. Prophylaxis for venous thromboembolic events (VTE) was required 

for all participants unless there was a major contraindication. Efficacy and safety analyses were evaluated up to day 

28. Participants had additional post-treatment follow-up visits ~28 days after receiving their last dose of study drug 

and at ~day 60; data from the 60-day follow-up will be disclosed once available. Efficacy and safety outcomes were 

assessed on scheduled study visits as indicated in the protocol. COV-BARRIER was designed jointly by consultant 

experts and representatives of the sponsor, Eli Lilly and Company, and was conducted in accordance with ethical 

principles of the Declaration of Helsinki and Good Clinical Practice guidelines. All investigation sites received 

approval from the appropriate authorized institutional review board. All participants (or legally authorized 

representatives) provided informed consent. An independent, external data monitoring committee oversaw the study 

and evaluated unblinded interim efficacy and safety analyses used for safety monitoring, evaluation of excess 

mortality or futility, and planned sample size re-estimation. An independent, blinded, clinical event committee 

adjudicated potential VTEs and deaths. Data were collected by investigators and analyzed by the sponsor. All 

authors participated in data analysis and interpretation, draft and final manuscript review, and provided critical 

comment, including the decision to submit the manuscript for publication. The authors had full access to the data 

and verified the veracity, accuracy, and completeness of the data and analyses as well as the fidelity of this report to 

the protocol. Full details of the trial design, conduct, oversight, amendments, and analyses are provided in the 

protocol and statistical analysis plan available from the sponsor. 

 

Other secondary and exploratory outcomes 

Prespecified secondary outcomes not adjusted for multiplicity, included the following (evaluated at days 1-28, 

unless otherwise specified): the time to recovery (NIAID-OS) by disease duration of <7 days or ≥7 days; duration of 

stay in the intensive care unit in days; time to clinical deterioration (one-category increase on the NIAID-OS); time 

to clinical improvement in one category of the NIAID-OS; time to resolution of fever, in participants with fever at 

baseline; overall improvement on the NIAID-OS evaluated at days 21 and 28; mean change in National Early 

Warning Score; time to definitive extubation; time to independence from non-invasive mechanical ventilation; time 

to independence from oxygen therapy in days; time to oxygen saturation of ≥94% on room air in days; number of 

days with supplemental oxygen use; number of days of resting respiratory rate <24 breaths per minute; (evaluated at 

days 4, 7, 10, and 14) proportion of participants in each severity category on the NIAID-OS; proportion of 

participants with ≥2-point improvement on the NIAID-OS or live discharge from hospital; and proportion of 

participants with ≥1-point improvement on the NIAID-OS or live discharge from hospital. One pre-specified 

exploratory outcome was the characterization of the pharmacokinetics (PK) of baricitinib in intubated participants 

with COVID-19 infection. 

 

Statistical analysis 

Efficacy data were analyzed with the intent-to-treat population, defined as all randomized participants. For 

dichotomous and ordinal endpoints, logistic regression models, and proportional odds models were used, 

respectively, with baseline stratification factors and treatment group in the models. For continuous endpoints 
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assessed at a single timepoint, analysis of variance models were used, with baseline stratification factors and 

treatment group in the models. For continuous measures over time, a restricted maximum-likelihood-based mixed-

effects model of repeated measures was used, with treatment, baseline stratification factors, landmark days 

treatment-by-landmark-days-interaction as fixed categorical effects, and baseline score and baseline score-by-

landmark-days-interaction as fixed continuous effects. The log-rank test was used to evaluate treatment effect in 

time-to-event endpoints, with Kaplan-Meier curves and median survival estimated for each treatment group. The 

hazard ratio (HR) with 95% confidence intervals (CI) was calculated using a Cox proportional hazards model 

adjusted for baseline stratification factors. Pre-specified subgroup analyses for the primary and selected key 

secondary endpoints evaluated treatment effect across the following subgroups: baseline OS (OS 4, OS 5, OS 6, and 

OS 5 and OS 6 combined), baseline usage of remdesivir (yes/no), baseline usage of corticosteroids (yes/no), region, 

duration of symptoms prior to enrolment, age, sex, dexamethasone and/or other systemic corticosteroid used at 

baseline for primary condition, and comorbidities (where applicable). Efforts to use all available data and minimize 

missing data imputation were considered. For time-to-event endpoints with a positive outcome (recovery or 

improvement), the competing risk of death was handled by censoring participants who died at day 28. The primary 

missing data imputation method for endpoints related to the ordinal scale was multiple imputation using a Markov 

model where each transition to a future state is dependent only on the previous state. Last observation carried 

forward was also used to impute ordinal scales and other secondary endpoints not involving ordinal scales.  

A graphical multiple-testing procedure for the primary and key secondary outcomes was prespecified to 

control for the Type I error rate at a two-sided alpha level of 0.05. The testing steps are as follows: first, the primary 

endpoint of proportion of participants who progressed to high-flow oxygen, non-invasive ventilation, invasive 

mechanical ventilation, or death by day 28 was tested for baricitinib plus SOC versus placebo plus SOC at a two-

sided α=0.0497 for Population 1 and at α=0.0005 for Population 2. The two α were calculated accounting for the 

correlation between the two populations using the R package gMCP. No α was recycled to the key secondary 

outcomes as neither test for the two populations could be rejected. 
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Supplementary Results 

Select secondary outcomes 

Baricitinib treatment showed improvements in select key secondary endpoints, with a statistically significant 

nominal p-value. Baricitinib plus SOC treatment resulted in a greater likelihood of an improvement of NIAID-OS at 

day 14 compared with placebo plus SOC (odds ratio [OR] 1.28, 95% CI 1.05-1.56; nominal p=0.017), with 

consistent results observed at day 4 (OR 1.21, 95% CI 1.00-1.47; nominal p=0.046), and day 7 (OR 1.25, 95% CI 

1.04-1.49; nominal p=0.017); significance was not achieved at day 10 (Table 2). Baricitinib plus SOC treatment 

improved other secondary outcomes not adjusted for multiplicity (Table S8). Baricitinib plus SOC treatment resulted 

in a higher proportion of participants that had overall improvement of OS compared to placebo plus SOC at day 7 

(p=0.027) and day 14 (p=0.048). Among participants with fever at baseline, the median time to resolution of fever 

was reduced with baricitinib plus SOC compared with placebo plus SOC (3 vs 4 days, p=0.024). 

Safety 

The proportion of participants with ≥1 TE infection was similar across groups (15.9%, baricitinib and 16.4%, 

placebo). Serious infections were reported for 8.5% of baricitinib-treated participants and 9.8% of placebo-treated 

participants. Herpes simplex and herpes zoster infections were reported for 1 participant (0.1%) for each infection 

type in the baricitinib-treated group and for 4 participants (0.5%) for each infection type in the placebo-treated 

group. Opportunistic infections were low in frequency and similarly distributed between baricitinib plus SOC 

(0.8%) and placebo plus SOC (0.9%), and a single tuberculosis case was reported in the baricitinib group (Table 3).  

There was a similar frequency of positively adjudicated VTEs with baricitinib plus SOC (2.7%) and 

placebo plus SOC (2.5%). Deep vein thromboses (DVT) occurred in 4 participants (0.5%) in the baricitinib plus 

SOC group and 2 participants (0.3%) in the placebo plus SOC group. Pulmonary embolisms (PE) occurred in 13 

participants (1.7%) in the baricitinib plus SOC group and 9 participants (1.2%) in the placebo plus SOC group. 

Other peripheral venous thromboses occurred in 8 participants (1.1%) and 10 participants (1.3%) treated with 

baricitinib plus SOC or placebo plus SOC, respectively. The frequency of major adverse cardiovascular events was 

similar with baricitinib plus SOC (1.1%, n=8) and placebo plus SOC (1.2%, n=9). There was 1 (0.1%) 

cardiovascular death reported in the baricitinib plus SOC group and 3 (0.4%) reported in the placebo plus SOC 

group. There were 4 (0.5%) myocardial infarctions and 4 (0.5%) strokes reported each for baricitinib plus SOC and 

placebo plus SOC (Table 3).  

Among participants using steroids at baseline, treatment-emergent adverse events (TEAEs) and serious 

adverse events (SAEs) were reported for 42.8% and 15.7% of participants receiving baricitinib plus SOC and for 

45.6% and 19% receiving placebo plus SOC, respectively. Deaths due to an adverse event were recorded for 1.8% 

of participants in the baricitinib group and for 4.6% of participants in the placebo group. Treatment-emergent 

infections were similarly reported between treatment groups (16.7% and 16.9%), and serious infections were 

reported for 9.6% and 10.7% of participants in the baricitinib-treated group and placebo-treated group, respectively 

(Table S10). 

 

Pharmacokinetic characterization in adult participants with COVID-19 

Plasma concentration data were available from 30 adults with COVID-19 who progressed to mechanical ventilation 

(intubation) and received baricitinib as a solution of crushed tablets administered via nasopharyngeal tube. These 

data were evaluated via graphical comparison to the known PK profiles previously characterized for other 

indications following a 4-mg once-daily dose administered as an oral tablet.2,3 As shown in Figure S4, the observed 

PK data from participants with COVID-19 who were intubated and had baricitinib administered via nasopharyngeal 

tube were most comparable to those in healthy subjects and were in the range of the PK of baricitinib 4-mg once 

daily in patients with rheumatoid arthritis.   
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Figure S1. Study Design. Dosing occurred from the day of randomization until day 14, or until 

hospital discharge or death, whichever comes first. Placebo or baricitinib 4-mg were given in addition to SOC 

as per local clinical practice for management of COVID-19, as defined in the protocol. D=study day. QD=once-

daily. SOC=standard of care. 
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Figure S2. Results for graphical multiple-testing procedure 

NIAID-OS=National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases Ordinal Scale.
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Figure S3. Kaplan-Meier estimates of mortality by baseline use of remdesivir 

For time-to-event endpoints, the p-value was calculated using an unstratified log-rank test. The HR with 95% CI was 

calculated using a Cox proportional hazards model. p-values are for comparisons of baricitinib 4-mg with placebo. 

The number at risk at day 27 represent the number of participants with available data at day 28. CI=confidence 

interval. HR=hazard ratio. SOC=standard of care
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Figure S4. Pharmacokinetic profile of baricitinib 4-mg once-daily in hospitalized adults with COVID-19 

Black symbols are observed concentration data from COV-BARRIER. Black line and grey band are model 

estimated median and 90% prediction interval of PK profile at 4-mg once-daily based on phase 1 clinical 

pharmacology studies conducted in healthy subjects. Dashed lines are model estimated 90% prediction interval of 

PK profiles at 4-mg once-daily baricitinib based on phase 3 studies conducted in patients with rheumatoid arthritis. 

PK=pharmacokinetics. 
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Figure S5. Overall improvement in the NIAID-OS evaluated at day 28 by baseline subgroup.  

Intent-to-treat population with baseline OS and at least one post-baseline OS. Last observation carried forward used 

for analysis. NIAID-OS=National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases Ordinal Scale. OS=ordinal scale. 

SOC=standard of care. 
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Table S1. NIAID-OS  

Score Patient State Descriptor 

OS 1 Not hospitalized, no limitations on activities 

OS 2 Not hospitalized, limitation on activities and/or requiring home oxygen 

OS 3 Hospitalized, not requiring supplemental oxygen – no longer requires ongoing medical care 

OS 4 Hospitalized, not requiring supplemental oxygen – requiring ongoing medical care 

OS 5 Hospitalized, requiring supplemental oxygen 

OS 6 Hospitalized, on non-invasive ventilation or high-flow oxygen devices 

OS 7 Hospitalized, on invasive mechanical ventilation or extracorporeal membrane oxygenation (ECMO) 

OS 8 Death 

NIAID-OS=National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Disease Ordinal Scale.
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Table S2. Summary of populations used for different analyses 

Population Description Total number of 

participants in 

population 

Number of 

participants in 

Placebo + SOC 

Number of 

participants in 

Baricitinib 4-mg + 

SOC 

Analysis using 

population 

ITT All randomized 
participants 

1525 761 764 All time-to-event 
analyses 

MI All ITT participants with 
non-missing baseline 

NIAID-OS scores 

1518 756 762 All primary and key 
secondary analyses 

involving NIAID-OS 

scores except for time-to-
event analysis 

LOCF All ITT participants with 
non-missing baseline 

NIAID-OS scores and at 

least one non-missing 
post-baseline NIAID-OS 

score 

1512 754 758 All secondary analyses 
involving NIAID-OS 

scores only except time-

to-event analysis and 
analysis using MI 

Safety All ITT participants who 
receive at least 1 dose of 

study intervention and 

who were not lost to 
follow-up at the first 

postbaseline visit 

1502 752 750 All safety analyses unless 
specified otherwise 

Data are N. ITT=intent-to-treat. MI=multiple imputation. LOCF=last observation carried forward. NIAID-

OS=National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Disease Ordinal Scale. SOC=standard of care. 
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Table S3. Summary of systemic corticosteroids for participants with corticosteroid use at baseline 

 
Placebo + SOC 

(N=592) 

Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC 

(N=612) 

Variable, n (%) 

OS 4 

(N-obs=42) 

OS 5 

(N-obs=384) 

OS 6 

(N-obs=166) 

Total 

(N-obs=592) 

OS 4 

(N-obs=35) 

OS 5 

(N-obs=411) 

OS 6 

(N-obs=166) 

Total 

(N-obs=612) 

Beclometasone  0 1 (0.3) 2 (1.2) 3 (0.5) 0 2 (0.5) 0 2 (0.3) 

Dexamethasone  39 (92.9) 342 (89.1) 152 (91.6) 533 (90.0) 32 (91.4) 383 (93.2) 151 (91.0) 566 (92.5) 

Hydrocortisone  0 2 (0.5) 0 2 (0.3) 0 1 (0.2) 0 1 (0.2) 

Meprednisone  0 0 0 0 1 (2.9) 1 (0.2) 0 2 (0.3) 

Methylprednisolone  2 (4.8) 39 (10.2) 11 (6.6) 52 (8.8) 2 (5.7) 26 (6.3) 14 (8.4) 42 (6.9) 

Prednisolone 0 2 (0.5) 3 (1.8) 5 (0.8) 1 (2.9) 1 (0.2) 1 (0.6) 3 (0.5) 

Prednisone 1 (2.4) 3 (0.8) 1 (0.6) 5 (0.8) 0 1 (0.2) 0 1 (0.2) 

Data are n (%). N=number of participants in the analysis population. N-obs=number of participants in the analysis. n=number of participants in the specified 

category. OS=ordinal scale.
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Table S4. Baseline demographics and clinical characteristics by baseline systemic corticosteroid use (intent-

to-treat population) 

 Placebo + SOC  

(N=761) 

Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC  

(N=764) 

Baseline systemic corticosteroid use Yes  

(N-obs=592)* 

No 

(N-obs=164)* 

Yes  

(N-obs=612)* 

No  

(N-obs=150)* 

Age, years 57.4 (13.8) 58.2 (13.8) 57.2 (14.0) 59.9 (15.4) 

Distribution, n (%)     

<65 404 (68.2) 110 (67.1) 423 (69.1) 84 (56.0) 

≥65 188 (31.8) 54 (32.9) 189 (30.9) 66 (44.0) 

Sex, n (%)     

Male 373 (63.0) 97 (59.1) 403 (65.8) 87 (58.0) 

Female 219 (37.0) 67 (40.9) 209 (34.2) 63 (42.0) 

Score on NIAID-OS, n (%)     

4. Hospitalized, not requiring supplemental 

oxygen, requiring ongoing medical care 

(COVID-19-related or otherwise) 

42 (7.1) 55 (33.5) 35 (5.7) 54 (36.0) 

5. Hospitalized, requiring supplemental 

oxygen 

384 (64.9) 88 (53.7) 411 (67.2) 79 (52.7) 

6. Hospitalized, receiving non-invasive 

ventilation or high-flow oxygen devices 

166 (28.0) 21 (12.8) 166 (27.1) 17 (11.3) 

Data are mean (SD) or n (%). N=number of participants in the analysis population. N-obs=number of participants in 

the analysis. n=number of participants in the specified category. NIAID-OS=National Institute of Allergy and 

Infectious Disease Ordinal Scale. SD=standard deviation. SOC=standard of care. *N-obs is derived from number of 

participants with non-missing data. 
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Table S5. Proportion of participants who progressed to high-flow oxygen, non-invasive ventilation, invasive 

mechanical ventilation, or death (primary endpoint) per pre-specified baseline disease severity NIAID-OS 

subgroups by day 28 (intent-to-treat population) 

 Placebo + SOC 

(N=761) 

Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC 

(N=764) 

Outcome, %* 

  Comparison with placebo  

OR (95% CI) 

p value 

Overall† 30.5 27.8 0.85 (0.67 to 1.08) 0.18  

NIAID-OS     

OS 4 9.5 7.0 0.78 (0.27 to 2.22) 0.64 

OS 5 28.3 25.6 0.87 (0.65 to 1.17) 0.35 

OS 6 46.8 43.8 0.85 (0.56 to 1.30) 0.46 

Data are %. Data were assessed from days 1-28 using a logistic regression model with baseline randomization 

factors (excluding baseline disease severity for subgroups by NIAID-OS) and treatment group in the model. 

CI=confidence interval. N=number of participants in the analysis population. n=number of participants in the 

specified category. OR=odds ratio. *Percentages are calculated using multiple imputation method, which does not 

support a meaningful reporting of n. †Multiple imputation includes N=756 for placebo and N=762 for baricitinib.
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Table S6. Proportion of participants who progressed to high-flow oxygen, non-invasive ventilation, invasive 

mechanical ventilation, or death by day 28 (primary endpoint) per pre-specified region subgroup by day 28 

(intent-to-treat population) 

 Placebo + SOC 

(N=761) 

Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC 

(N=764) 

Outcome, n (%) 

  Comparison with placebo  

OR (95% CI) 

p value 

Overall* 30.5 27.8 0.85 (0.67 to 1.08) 0.18  

Region     

Europe† 13 (18.8) 18 (24.7) 1.41 (0.61 to 3.24) 0.42 

United States, including Puerto Rico 59 (37.8) 45 (28.3) 0.65 (0.40 to 1.06) 0.08 

Rest of World‡ 156 (29.5) 143 (27.2) 0.87 (0.66 to 1.16) 0.35 

Data are n (%). Data were assessed from days 1-28 using a logistic regression model with baseline randomization 

factors (excluding region for the subgroups by region) and treatment group in the model. CI=confidence interval. 

N=number of participants in the analysis population. n=number of participants in the specified category. OR=odds 

ratio. *Percentages are calculated using multiple imputation method, which does not support a meaningful reporting 

of n. †Includes Germany, Italy, Spain, and the United Kingdom. ‡Includes Argentina, Brazil, India, Japan, Korea 

(Republic of), Mexico, and Russian Federation.
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Table S7. All-cause mortality in the intent-to-treat population by region by day 28 

 Placebo + SOC 

(N=761) 

Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC 

(N=764) 

Outcome, n (KM estimate %) 

  Comparison with placebo 

 HR (95% CI)* 

p value 

Overall 100 (13.7) 62 (8.6) 0.57 (0.41 to 0.78) 0.002 

Region     

Europe† 4/70 (6.1) 1/73 (1.6) 0.22 (0 to 2.46) 0.18 

United States, including Puerto Rico 24/158 (16.6) 16/162 (10.8) 0.61 (0.32 to 1.16) 0.15 

Rest of World‡ 72/533 (13.8) 45/529 (8.8) 0.58 (0.40 to 0.84) 0.010 

Data are n (KM estimate %). P-values are from a log-rank test. Hazard ratios and confidence intervals are based on 

Cox Proportional Hazards models with treatment and baseline stratification variables (excluding region for the 

subgroups by region) as explanatory variables. CI=confidence interval. KM=Kaplan-Meier. N=number of 

participants in the analysis population. n=number of participants in the specified category. *Favors baricitinib 4-mg 

+ SOC if HR (95% CI) is <1. Comparisons are hazard ratio. †Includes Germany, Italy, Spain, and the United 

Kingdom. ‡Includes Argentina, Brazil, India, Japan, Korea (Republic of), Mexico, and Russian Federation.
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Table S8. Other secondary endpoints in the intent-to-treat population* 

 Placebo + SOC (N=761) Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC (N=764) 

Outcome 

  Comparison with placebo 

(95% CI) 

p value 

Time to recovery (NIAID-OS) by baseline disease 

duration, days†  

    

<7 days 13.0 (10.0 to 15.0) 11.0 (9.0 to 13.0) 0.94 (0.70 to 1.26) 0.22 

≥7 days 11.0 (10.0 to 11.0) 10.0 (9.0 to 11.00) 1.13 (1.00 to 1.28) 0.28 

Duration of stay in the ICU, days‡ 3.17 (0.31) 3.19 (0.32) 0.02 (-0.62 to 0.65) 0.95 

Clinical deterioration (one category increase on the 

NIAID-OS), n (%)† 

253 (33.2%) 229 (30.0%) 0.89 (0.74 to 1.06) 0.18 

Time to clinical improvement in one category of the 

NIAID-OS, days† 

8.0 (7.0 to 8.0) 7.0 (7.0 to 8.0) 1.11 (0.99 to 1.24) 0.16 

Time to resolution of fever (in participants with fever at 

baseline), days† 

4.0 (3.0 to 4.0) 3.0 (3.0 to 4.0) 1.20 (1.02 to 1.42) 0.024 

Overall improvement on the NIAID-OS§¶     

Day 21 .. .. 1.15 (0.93 to 1.43) 0.21 

Day 28 .. .. 1.15 (0.92 to 1.43) 0.22 

Mean change from baseline in National Early Warning 

Score‡ 

    

Day 4 -0.59 (0.13) -0.76 (0.13) -0.17 (-0.42 to 0.08) 0.19 

Day 7 -0.86 (0.15) -1.04 (0.14) -0.17 (-0.49 to 0.14) 0.28 

Day 10 -1.33 (0.16) -1.45 (0.16) -0.13 (-0.49 to 0.24) 0.50 

Day 14 -1.41 (0.18) -1.66 (0.18) -0.25 (-0.70 to 0.19) 0.26 

Definitive extubation, n (%)† 33/136 (24.3%) 36/125 (28.8%) 1.25 (0.78 to 2.01) 0.39 
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 Placebo + SOC (N=761) Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC (N=764) 

Outcome 

  Comparison with placebo 

(95% CI) 

p value 

Time to independence from non-invasive mechanical 

ventilation, days† 

11.00 (9.00 to 13.00) 12.00 (9.00 to 14.00) 1.09 (0.85 to 1.41) 0.64 

Change in oxygen saturation from <94% to ≥94%, 

n (%)§** 

    

Day 4 119/282 (42.2) 133/282 (47.2) 1.20 (0.86 to 1.69) 0.29 

Day 7 146/282 (51.8) 146/282 (51.8) 0.97 (0.69 to 1.37) 0.88 

Day 10 148/282 (52.5) 160/282 (56.7) 1.15 (0.81 to 1.63) 0.43 

Day 14 166/282 (58.9) 166/282 (58.9) 0.95 (0.66 to 1.37) 0.79 

Number of days with supplemental oxygen use‡ 4.60 (0.22) 4.37 (0.22) -0.23 (-0.68 to 0.21) 0.31 

Number of days or resting respiratory rate <24 breaths 

per minute‡ 

9.62 (0.30) 9.73 (0.30) 0.11 (-0.49 to 0.72) 0.71 

Overall improvement in the NIAID-OS, n (%)§**     

Day 4: OS at this study day     

OS 1 34/754 (4.5) 38/758 (5.0) 1.20 (0.99 to 1.45) 0.06 

OS 2 11/754 (1.5) 11/758 (1.5)   

OS 3 6/754 (0.8) 2/758 (0.3)   

OS 4 147/754 (19.5) 179/758 (23.6)   

OS 5 310/754 (41.1) 298/758 (39.3)   

OS 6 169/754 (22.4) 166/758 (21.9)   

OS 7 67/754 (8.9) 61/758 (8.0)   

OS 8 10/754 (1.3) 3/758 (0.4)   
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 Placebo + SOC (N=761) Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC (N=764) 

Outcome 

  Comparison with placebo 

(95% CI) 

p value 

Day 7: OS at this study day 

OS 1 151/754 (20.0) 187/758 (24.7) 1.22 (1.02 to 1.47) 0.027 

OS 2 50/754 (6.6) 43/758 (5.7)   

OS 3 4/754 (0.5) 1/758 (0.1)   

OS 4 158/754 (21.0) 155/758 (20.4)   

OS 5 173/754 (22.9) 177/758 (23.4)   

OS 6 109/754 (14.5) 105/758 (13.9)   

OS 7 85/754 (11.3) 81/758 (10.7)   

OS 8 24/754 (3.2) 9/758 (1.2)   

Day 10: OS at this study day     

OS 1 280/754 (37.1) 298/758 (39.3) 1.14 (0.95 to 1.37) 0.16 

OS 2 71/754 (9.4) 81/758 (10.7)   

OS 3 1/754 (0.1) 1/758 (0.1)   

OS 4 121/754 (16.0) 108/758 (14.2)   

OS 5 102/754 (13.5) 103/758 (13.6)   

OS 6 61/754 (8.1) 69/758 (9.1)   

OS 7 81/754 (10.7) 79/758 (10.4)   

OS 8 37/754 (4.9) 19/758 (2.5)   

Day 14: OS at this study day     

OS 1 382/754 (50.7) 413/758 (54.5) 1.22 (1.00 to 1.48) 0.048 

OS 2 84/754 (11.1) 81/758 (10.7)   

OS 3 2/754 (0.3) 1/758 (0.1)   
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 Placebo + SOC (N=761) Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC (N=764) 

Outcome 

  Comparison with placebo 

(95% CI) 

p value 

OS 4 60/754 (8.0) 61/758 (8.0)   

OS 5 71/754 (9.4) 67/758 (8.8)   

OS 6 28/754 (3.7) 31/758 (4.1)   

OS 7 73/754 (9.7) 68/758 (9.0)   

OS 8 54/754 (7.2) 36/758 (4.7)   

Day 28: at this study day     

OS 1 493/754 (65.4) 506/758 (66.8) 1.15 (0.92 to 1.43) 0.22 

OS 2 95/754 (12.6) 85/758 (11.2)   

OS 3 1/754 (0.1) 0   

OS 4 10/754 (1.3) 14/758 (1.8)   

OS 5 20/754 (2.7) 37/758 (4.9)   

OS 6 8/754 (1.1) 12/758 (1.6)   

OS 7 27/754 (3.6) 42/758 (5.5)   

OS 8 100/754 (13.3) 62/758 (8.2)   

≥2-point improvement on NIAID-OS or live discharge 

from hospital, n (%)§** 

    

Day 4 55/754 (7.3) 59/758 (7.8) 1.06 (0.72 to 1.56) 0.78 

Day 7 215/754 (28.5) 238/758 (31.4) 1.14 (0.91 to 1.44) 0.25 

Day 10 363/754 (48.1) 385/758 (50.8) 1.12 (0.90 to 1.38) 0.31 

Day 14 474/754 (62.9) 502/758 (66.2) 1.18 (0.94 to 1.47) 0.15 

Day 28 592/754 (78.5) 593/758 (78.2) 0.99 (0.76 to 1.29) 0.93 
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 Placebo + SOC (N=761) Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC (N=764) 

Outcome 

  Comparison with placebo 

(95% CI) 

p value 

≥1-point improvement on NIAID-OS or live discharge 

from hospital, n (%)§** 

    

Day 4 158/754 (21.0) 187/758 (24.7) 1.23 (0.96 to 1.57) 0.10 

Day 7 343/754 (45.5) 369/758 (48.7) 1.14 (0.92 to 1.40) 0.24 

Day 10 474/754 (62.9) 481/758 (63.5) 1.02 (0.82 to 1.27) 0.85 

Day 14 538/754 (71.4) 557/758 (73.5) 1.12 (0.89 to 1.42) 0.33 

Day 28 604/754 (80.1) 613/758 (80.9) 1.06 (0.81 to 1.39) 0.66 

Data are median (95% CI), least squares mean (SE) or n (%). Data were assessed from days 1-28, unless otherwise indicated. For dichotomous endpoints, a 

logistic regression model was used. For ordinal efficacy endpoints, a proportional odds model was used. For continuous endpoints, an analysis of variance was 

used. All of these analyses had baseline randomization factors and treatment group in the model. For time-to-event endpoints, the p-value was calculated using an 

unstratified log-rank test. The hazard ratio with 95% CI was calculated using a Cox proportional hazards model. For continuous measures over time, a restricted 

maximum-likelihood-based mixed-effects model of repeated measures was used for comparisons with treatment, baseline randomization factors, landmark days, 

and treatment-by-landmark-days-interaction as fixed categorical effects, and baseline score and baseline score-by-landmark-days-interaction as fixed continuous 

effects. CI=confidence interval. N=number of participants in the analysis population. n=number of participants in the specified category. NIAID-OS=National 

Institute of Allergy and Infectious Disease Ordinal Scale. OS=ordinal scale. SE=standard error. *Prespecified objectives that were not adjusted for multiplicity. 

†Comparisons are hazard ratio. ‡Comparisons are least squares mean difference. §Comparisons are odds ratio; favors baricitinib 4-mg if <1. ¶Results are 

represented for the overall odds ratio compared to placebo as this is derived from each individual contributing OS (OS 1-8) at each time point. **Last 

observation carried forward used for analysis. 
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Table S9. Serious adverse events occurring in ≥2% of participants in either treatment group, classified by 

system organ class and preferred term 

Variable, n (%) 

Placebo + SOC  

(N=752) 

Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC 

(N=750) 

Infections and infestations 74 (9.8) 64 (8.5) 

COVID-19 pneumonia 20 (2.7) 21 (2.8) 

Septic shock 24 (3.2) 13 (1.7) 

Respiratory, thoracic and mediastinal disorders 60 (8.0) 43 (5.7) 

Acute respiratory failure 29 (3.9) 17 (2.3) 

Respiratory failure 17 (2.3) 10 (1.3) 

Data are n (%). N=number of participants in the analysis population. n=number of participants in the specified 

category.
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Table S10. Safety overview by baseline systemic corticosteroid use 

 Placebo + SOC  

(N=752) 

Baricitinib 4-mg + SOC  

(N=750) 

Baseline systemic corticosteroid use Yes  

(N-obs=590) 

No 

(N-obs=162) 

Yes  

(N-obs=605) 

No  

(N-obs=145) 

Treatment-emergent adverse event 269 (45.6) 65 (40.1) 259 (42.8) 75 (51.7) 

Death due to adverse event 27 (4.6) 4 (2.5) 11 (1.8) 1 (0.7) 

Serious adverse event 112 (19.0) 23 (14.2) 95 (15.7) 15 (10.3) 

Treatment-emergent infection 100 (16.9) 23 (14.2) 101 (16.7) 18 (12.4) 

Serious infections 63 (10.7) 11 (6.8) 58 (9.6) 6 (4.1) 

Data are n (%). N=number of participants in the analysis population. N-obs=number of participants in the analysis. 

n=number of participants in the specified category.
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