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Supplementary Table 1: Summary of studies which were identified during the literature search but did not provide data when the corresponding authors were contacted.



Study | Reference No. of Country Healthcare setting Recruitment period Antiviral treatment, Immunomodulatory treatment, n(%)
Patients n (%)
1 KimJY etal., J 2 Korea Hospital January 2020 Lopinavir/Ritonavir 2 (100) 0 0
Korean Med Sci,
2020 [42]
2 Lui G et al., J Infect, 11 Hong Kong Multicentre, Hospital February 2020 Lopinavir/Ritonavir 11 (100) Hydrocortisone 1(9)
2020 [53] Ribavirin 8 (73)
Beta-interferon 5 (56)
3 Scott S et al., Clin 1 USA Community January 2020 None used None used
Infect Dis, 2020 [54]
4 Kim SE, Int J Infect 3 Korea Tertiary Hospital February — April 2020 Lopinavir/Ritonavir 1(33) None used
Dis, 2020 [55]
5 GautretP et al., IntJ | 19 France Tertiary Hospital March 2020 None used Hydroxychloroquine 18 (95)
Antimicrob Agents,
2020 [56]
6 Young B et al., 18 Singapore Multicentre, Tertiary Hospital January — February 2020 Lopinavir/Ritonavir 5 (28) None used
JAMA, 2020 [57]
7 The COVID-19 12 USA Multicentre, Community and Hospital | January 2020 Remdesivir 3 (25) Corticosteroids 2(17)
Investigation team,
Nat Med, 2020 [58]
8 Wolfel R et al., 9 Germany Hospital January 2020 Not reported Not reported
Nature, 2020 [59]
9 Vetter P et al., 5 Switzerland Hospital February 2020 Lopinavir/Ritonavir 1(20) None used
mSphere, 2020 [60]
10 Lavezzo E et al., 37 Italy Community and Hospital February — March 2020 Not reported Not reported
Nature, 2020 [43]
11 XuY etal., NatMed, | 6 China Paediatric cohort, Tertiary Hospital January — February 2020 Alpha-interferon 6 (100) IVIG 1(17)
2020 [61]
12 Shrestha N et al., 230 USA Healthcare worker cohort, non— March — April 2020 None used None used
Clin Infect Dis, 2020 hospitalized
[62]
13 Fajnzylber J et al., 64 USA Multicentre, Tertiary Hospital NK Remdesivir 16 (25) None used
Nat Commun, 2020
[63]
14 Yimaz Aetal,J 54 Sweden Tertiary Hospital February — April 2020 Not reported Not reported
Infec Dis, 2020 [64]
15 Alsharrah et al., J 29 Kuwait Paediatric cohort, Tertiary Hospital February — April 2020 None used None used
Med Virol, 2020 [65]
16 Tan A et al., Cell 12 Singapore Tertiary Hospital NK Not reported Not reported
Reports, 2020 [7]
17 Salvatore PP et al., 93 USA Community March — May 2020 None used None used

Clin Infec Dis, 2020
[66]

Supplementary Table 2. Summary of antiviral and immunomodulatory treatment in the studies included in analysis.




logio(VL) around the linear model

Parameter | Interpretation Posterior | 95% Crl
Mean

ao Average value of the peak logio(VL) 6.74 (6.17,7.30)

bo Average value of the rate of decline (per day) of -0.22 (-0.26,-0.17)
the logio(VL)

Gpatient[1] Standard deviation of the between-patient 1.54 (1.26,1.85)
variation in the peak logio(VL)

Gpatient[2] Standard deviation of the between-patient 0.15 (0.12,0.19)
variation rate of decline (per day) of the logio(VL)

Ppatient Correlation between Gpatient[1] and Gpatient[2] -0.86 (-0.92,-0.76)

Ostudy[1] Standard deviation of the between-study 0.81 (0.42,1.35)
variation in the peak logio(VL)

Ostudy[2] Standard deviation of the between-study 0.04 (0.01,0.09)
variation rate of decline (per day) of the logio(VL)

Pstudy Correlation between Gsiudy[1] and Ostudy[2] -0.18 (-0.80,0.45)

c Standard deviation of the observed variation in 1.08 (1.01,1.16)

Supplementary Table 3: Summary of the population-level (i.e. not study- or patient-
specific) parameter values (and 95% credible intervals) obtained for the multi-level
regression modelling (as displayed in Figure 2). Patient- and study-specific random effects
were used for both the peak (log-transformed) viral load, and its rate of decline per day.




around modelled trajectory

Parameter | Interpretation Posterior | 95% Crl
Mean
k? Population-level late immune response 6.32 (5.84-6.74)
Okp Standard deviation of patient-level offset in the | 13.62 (12.40-15.02)
late immune response
Oks Standard deviation of study-level offset in the 0.74 (0.49-1.04)
late immune response
19,45 Population-level late immune response 0.66 (0.31-1.12)
Orp Standard deviation of patient-level offset in the | 2.81 (2.37-3.26)
early immune response
Oys Standard deviation of study-level offset in the 2.85 (1.92-4.10)
early immune response
o Standard deviation of variation of viral load 3.21 (3.00-3.43)

Supplementary Table 4: Summary of the population-level (i.e. not study- or patient-
specific) parameter values (and 95% credible intervals) obtained for the mechanistic viral
load model (Equations 6-8). Samples from k2 and I2,,, were used to generate the black line
and dark grey shaded area in Figure 4.
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Supplementary Figure 1: Standard curves relating cycle-threshold (Ct) values to viral load.
Seven standard curves, identified from published studies (see Methods) are plotted. We
used these standard curves to produce a model of an averaged standard curve (thicker
orange line), and capture the variation observed across different studies. We only used
standard curves which quantified viral load in units of viral copies per ml. Standard curves
generated by drawing random samples from this model are shown by opaque, grey lines,
indicating the potential variation in the standard curve.
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Supplementary Figure 2: Summary of all the data collected (see Table 1 in the main text).
For the studies shown in blue, viral loads have been estimated using an averaged standard
curve (see Methods for details). For illustrative purposes, samples that were negative for
virus are set to 1 viral copy per ml. In each panel, the lines connect samples collected from

the same patient.
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Supplementary Figure 3: Comparison of timing of first sample and viral load by severity. a)
Timing of first viral load measurement for each patient, relative to symptom onset. Here
severity indicates the maximum severity recorded for each patient, rather than the severity
recorded at admission. We find that, on average, the first viral load measurement for
patients with mild disease was recorded earlier than those for either patients with
moderate disease, or severe disease (p-values from a two-sided Wilcoxon test). b)
Quantification of the first viral load measurement for each patient, stratified by severity
classification. c) Quantification of the maximum viral load. As shown in the left-hand panel,
we have many more data points for mild patients early after the onset of symptoms, which
is why both the first and maximum recorded viral loads are higher on average for this group.
Across these studies, 421 patients had more than one sample recorded: for 60.1% of these
patients, the first sample had the highest recorded viral load.
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Supplementary Figure 4: Estimations of the statistical power in the regression analyses. We
used simulation-based methods to estimate our power to measure an effect on the peak
viral load due to severity of disease, age, or sex. We simulated datasets of the same size as
the one used here for the regression analysis, containing the same level of variation
between subjects and studies (Supplementary Table 3). In each set of simulations, the peak
viral load was influenced by one of these 3 variables (panel (a): severity of disease; panel
(b): age; panel (c): sex). In each case 1000 simulations were generated and the statistical
power (black dots) calculated as the proportion of cases for which a significant effect (a
fixed effect with a p value < 0.05 was deemed to show significance). The error bars show the
95% confidence intervals for each proportion calculated. In each panel, the purple, dashed
line indicates 80% power. These plots suggest that we were underpowered to detect
relatively small differences in viral load due to age, sex, or disease severity.
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Supplementary Figure 5: Relationship between patient-specific parameters governing the
immune response in the mechanistic model and disease severity. After adjusting for study
(through the study-specific random effect) no significant differences were found between
either the patient-specific early (panel a) or late (panel b) immune response parameters in
the severity groups. This is consistent with the findings from the regression modelling. In
this plot we show the posterior mean value of the subject-specific parameters.
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Supplementary Figure 6: Posterior means and 95% credible intervals for the study-specific
offsets in the mechanistic model. Panel (a): the parameter values for the early immune
response, which influences the peak viral load. Panel (b): the parameter values for the late
immune response, which governs the rate at which the viral load is cleared.



Supplementary Figure 7 (shown over the following 7 pages): Output from the mechanistic
model alongside the data, for all 155 patients considered. In the heading of each panel, the
first number indicates the study (studies numbered as in Table 1). The second number
identifies the patient. The coloured points indicate the data: for illustrative purposes,
samples that were negative for virus are set to 1 viral copy per ml. The black lines indicate
the model fit for each patient (calculated from the posterior mean). The shaded area shows
the 95% credible intervals for the model fit.
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