
S9 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: mortality; Analysis: subgroups by 

intervention implemented. 

 
 

S10 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: mortality; Analysis: subgroups by 

control implemented. 

 
 

Study

Fixed effect model

Random effects model

Heterogeneity: I
2
 = 48%, t

2
 = 0.4356, p = 0.03

Test for subgroup differences (fixed effect): c1
2
 = 0.95, df = 1 (p = 0.33)

Test for subgroup differences (random effects): c1
2
 = 0.72, df = 1 (p  = 0.40)

Intervention = Ivermectin + Doxycycline

Intervention = Ivermectin              

Fixed effect model

Fixed effect model

Random effects model

Random effects model

Heterogeneity: I
2
 = 0%, t

2
 = 0, p  = 0.61

Heterogeneity: I
2
 = 53%, t

2
 = 0.4918, p = 0.02

Mahmud et al

Hashim HA et al

Elgazzar et al (mild)

Elgazzar et al (severe)

Niaee et al

Kirti et al

Shahbaznejad et al

Okumus et al

Beltran et al

Lopez−Medina et al

Bermejo Galan et al

Abd−Elsalam et al

Vallejos et al

Events

 0

 2

 0

 2

 4

 0

 1

 6

 5

 0

12

 3

 4

Total

1314

 253

1061

 183

  70

 100

 100

 120

  55

  35

  30

  36

 200

  53

  82

 250

Experimental

Events

 3

 6

 4

20

11

 4

 0

 9

 8

 1

25

 4

 3

Total

1347

 250

1097

 180

  70

 100

 100

  60

  57

  34

  30

  70

 198

 115

  82

 251

Control

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Risk Ratio RR

0.50

0.50

0.26

0.53

0.28

0.53

0.14

0.33

0.11

0.10

0.18

0.12

2.92

0.67

1.22

0.33

1.04

0.75

1.34

95%−CI

[0.36;  0.69]

[0.28;  0.88]

[0.07;  1.03]

[0.38;  0.74]

[0.07;  1.10]

[0.29;  0.99]

[0.01;  2.70]

[0.07;  1.60]

[0.01;  2.04]

[0.02;  0.42]

[0.06;  0.55]

[0.01;  2.09]

[0.12; 69.14]

[0.27;  1.64]

[0.43;  3.45]

[0.01;  8.05]

[0.57;  1.91]

[0.17;  3.25]

[0.30;  5.92]

(fixed)

100.0%

−−

10.3%

89.7%

−−

−−

3.8%

6.5%

4.9%

21.7%

15.9%

4.8%

0.5%

9.7%

5.9%

1.6%

17.1%

4.3%

3.2%

Weight

(random)

−−

100.0%

−−

−−

10.9%

89.1%

3.1%

7.8%

3.2%

8.7%

11.2%

3.2%

2.8%

13.0%

11.7%

2.7%

15.8%

8.5%

8.3%

Weight

Study

Fixed effect model

Random effects model

Heterogeneity: I
2
 = 48%, t

2
 = 0.4356, p = 0.03

Test for subgroup differences (fixed effect): c1
2
 = 0.28, df = 1 (p = 0.59)

Test for subgroup differences (random effects): c1
2
 = 0.61, df = 1 (p  = 0.43)

Control = SOC

Control = HCQ

Fixed effect model

Fixed effect model

Random effects model

Random effects model

Heterogeneity: I
2
 = 0%, t

2
 = 0, p  = 0.64

Heterogeneity: I
2
 = 78%, t

2
 = 1.1313, p < 0.01

Mahmud et al

Hashim HA et al

Kirti et al

Shahbaznejad et al

Okumus et al

Lopez−Medina et al

Abd−Elsalam et al

Vallejos et al

Elgazzar et al (mild)

Elgazzar et al (severe)

Niaee et al

Beltran et al

Bermejo Galan et al

Events

 0

 2

 0

 1

 6

 0

 3

 4

 0

 2

 4

 5

12

Total

1314

 905

 409

 183

  70

  55

  35

  30

 200

  82

 250

 100

 100

 120

  36

  53

Experimental

Events

 3

 6

 4

 0

 9

 1

 4

 3

 4

20

11

 8

25

Total

1347

 902

 445

 180

  70

  57

  34

  30

 198

  82

 251

 100

 100

  60

  70

 115

Control

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Risk Ratio RR

0.50

0.50

0.56

0.47

0.62

0.38

0.14

0.33

0.12

2.92

0.67

0.33

0.75

1.34

0.11

0.10

0.18

1.22

1.04

95%−CI

[0.36;  0.69]

[0.28;  0.88]

[0.32;  0.98]

[0.31;  0.70]

[0.35;  1.10]

[0.12;  1.14]

[0.01;  2.70]

[0.07;  1.60]

[0.01;  2.09]

[0.12; 69.14]

[0.27;  1.64]

[0.01;  8.05]

[0.17;  3.25]

[0.30;  5.92]

[0.01;  2.04]

[0.02;  0.42]

[0.06;  0.55]

[0.43;  3.45]

[0.57;  1.91]

(fixed)

100.0%

−−

34.6%

65.4%

−−

−−

3.8%

6.5%

4.8%

0.5%

9.7%

1.6%

4.3%

3.2%

4.9%

21.7%

15.9%

5.9%

17.1%

Weight

(random)

−−

100.0%

−−

−−

49.4%

50.6%

3.1%

7.8%

3.2%

2.8%

13.0%

2.7%

8.5%

8.3%

3.2%

8.7%

11.2%

11.7%

15.8%

Weight



S11 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: mortality; Analysis: subgroups by 

disease severity. 

 
 

S12 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: mechanical ventilation; Analysis: 

subgroups by intervention implemented. 

 
 

S13 Figure Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: mechanical ventilation; Analysis: 

subgroups by control implemented. 
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S14 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: mechanical ventilation; Analysis: 

subgroups by disease severity. 

 
 

S15 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: symptom resolution or improvement; 

Analysis: subgroups by intervention implemented. 
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S16 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: symptom resolution or improvement; 

Analysis: subgroups by control implemented. 

 
 

S17 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: symptom resolution or improvement; 

Analysis: subgroups by disease severity. 
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S18 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: symptom resolution or improvement; 

Analysis: subgroups by outcome measurement time frame. 
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S19 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: hospitalization; Analysis: subgroups by 

intervention implemented. 

 
 

S20 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: hospitalization; Analysis: subgroups by 

control implemented. 

 
 

S21 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: hospitalization; Analysis: subgroups by 

disease severity. 
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S22 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: infection; Analysis: subgroups by 

intervention implemented. 
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control implemented. 

 
 

S24 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: viral clearance; Analysis: subgroups by 

intervention implemented. 
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S25 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: viral clearance; Analysis: subgroups by 

control implemented. 
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S26 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: viral clearance; Analysis: subgroups by 

disease severity. 
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S27 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: viral clearance; Analysis: subgroups by 

outcome measurement time frame. 
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S28 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: adverse events; Analysis: subgroups by 

intervention implemented. 

 
 

S29 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: adverse events; Analysis: subgroups by 

control implemented. 
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S30 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: adverse events; Analysis: subgroups by 

disease severity. 

 
 

S31 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: mortality; Analysis: risk of publication 

bias. 
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S32 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: symptom resolution or improvement; 

Analysis: risk of publication bias. 

 
 

 

S33 Figure. Comparison: ivermectin vs. Standard of care; Outcome: viral clearance; Analysis: risk of 

publication bias. 
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