
 

 

 

S3 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: mechanical ventilation; Analysis: 

subgroups by risk of bias classification. 

 
 

S4 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: symptom resolution or improvement; 

Analysis: subgroups by risk of bias classification. 

 

 
 

S5 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: hospitalization; Analysis: subgroups by 

risk of bias classification. 
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S6 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: symptomatic infection; Analysis: 

subgroups by risk of bias classification. 

 
 

S7 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: viral clearance; Analysis: subgroups by 

risk of bias classification. 
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S8 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: adverse events; Analysis: subgroups by 

risk of bias classification. 
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