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Supplemental Material
Different HMGCR-inhibiting statins vary in their association with increased survival in COVID-19 patients


Supplemental Methods

NeMoCAD drug predictions
Compounds were ranked based on correlation metrics (Pearson correlation and cross entropy) between the gene expression profiles of 2,436 compounds found in the LINCS database1 and target normalization signature. Independently, a network analysis approach using publicly available databases of gene-gene interactions (KEGG, TRRUST)2–4 and reference transcriptional signatures of drugs (LINCS, CTD)1,5 was used to calculate the probability of all drugs inducing the desired transcriptomic signature across all genes in the network. Drugs with a low probability score (probability<0.5) were filtered out from prediction lists. As a robustness criterion, drug predictions were assessed at multiple fold change thresholds to identify drugs that are consistently associated with the subnetwork defined by the differential expression profile. The frequency of NeMoCAD predictions across input datasets was evaluated for each statin within the LINCS database and statins with LINCS gene expression probabilistic network profiles that most strongly correlate with the target normalization signature were identified. We assessed the frequency of predictions within the top 25% of drugs, ranked by combination score (Pearson correlation and cross entropy) for each dataset. We selected the 25% threshold based on our prior experience using the NeMoCAD platform, during which we have typically selected predictions within the top quartile for further in vitro or in vivo screening. Prediction frequency was also stratified based on tissue source and type (Table 1).

Viral infection of Vero6 cells with SARS-CoV-2 WT virus
Cells were plated in opaque 96 well plates one day prior to infection. Drugs were diluted from stock to 50 μM and an 8-point 1:2 or 1:3 dilution series was prepared in duplicate in Vero Media. Every compound dilution and control was normalized to contain the same concentration of the respective drug vehicle. Cells were pre-treated with drug for 2 hours (h) at 37°C (5% CO2) prior to infection with SARS-CoV-2 (WA-1 strain - BEI #NR-52281) at multiplicity of infection (MOI) 0.01. In addition to plates that were infected, parallel plates were left uninfected to monitor cytotoxicity of drug alone. All plates were incubated at 37°C (5% CO2) for 3 days before performing CellTiter-Glo (CTG) assays as per the manufacturer’s instruction (Promega, Madison, WI). Luminescence was read on a BioTek Synergy HTX plate reader (BioTek Instruments Inc., Winooski, VT) using the Gen5 software (v7.07, Biotek Instruments Inc., Winooski, VT). Atorvastatin and pitavastatin were screened by this assay, which used a wild type (WT) version of SARS-CoV-2. The remaining statins were screened by a similar assay that used a GFP-labeled version of SARS-Cov-2.

Viral infection of Vero6 cells with SARS-CoV-2 GFP virus
The remaining statins were screened by a similar assay that used a GFP-labeled version of SARS-CoV-2. Sample dilutions were prepared as described for SARS-CoV-2 (WT) processing, with Vero6 cells (ATCC# CRL 1586) plated in clear bottom, black 96-well titer plates (Greiner bio-one, Kremsmünster, Austria) as opposed to opaque plates. Cell plates were pre-treated with drug for 2 h at 37°C (5% CO2) prior to infection with diluted SARS-CoV-2 GFP (generously provided by Dr. Ralph S. Baric) for a final MOI of 0.1. Plates were then incubated at 37°C (5% CO2) for 48 h, followed by fixation with 4.0% paraformaldehyde, nuclear staining with Hoechst (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA), and data acquisition on a Celigo 5-channel Imaging Cytometer (Nexcelom Bioscience, Lawrence, MA). The percent of infected cells was determined for each well by quantifying GFP expression by manual gating using the Celigo software. Toxicity plates were also processed as described in the WT SARS-CoV-2 screening. Pravastatin, lovastatin, simvastatin, and fluvastatin were screened by the GFP SARS-CoV-2 assay.

Curve fitting of inhibition and cytotoxicity data
Inhibition curves were fit using a sigmoidal [agonist] vs response curve with a fixed minimum value of 0. Fitting was attempted using two methods: first, fitting with the top of the curve unrestricted. If this failed, a second method was used wherein the top of the curve was constrained to the maximum inhibition or to 100%, whichever was greater. Relative IC50 (rIC50) was estimated using this fitted line, as the concentration at which 50% of maximum percent inhibition was achieved. If fitting failed, rIC50 was reported as the concentration at which 50% inhibition was exceeded by both replicates. If there were no values crossing the 50% threshold, we reported the maximum compound concentration tested in the run. Cytotoxicity curves were fit using a non-parametric Local Regression (Loess) curve with a fixed minimum value of 0. Relative CC50 (rCC50) was estimated using this fit line, as the concentration at which 50% of maximum percent cytotoxicity was observed.

HUVEC assays
To measure the impact of selected drugs on HCoV-OC43 infection, 96-well plates seeded with Human Umbilical Vein Endothelial Cells (HUVEC) were infected with HCoV-OC43 and treated with drugs. Uninfected and vehicle treated cells (0.1% DMSO) are included as controls. HUVEC plates were pre-dosed with drugs overnight at 34°C at indicated concentrations (100 µl/well). The following day, HCoV-OC43 was added to the wells (100 µl/well) at an MOI of 0.2 and incubated for 3 h at 34°C. After incubation, the medium containing virus and drugs was aspirated, the wells were washed with PBS +/+, new media was added with fresh drugs (100µl/well), and the plates were incubated for 72 h at 34°C. The supernatant was collected and stored for cytokine analysis and the plates were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde for Hoechst and anti-viral staining. Fixed HUVECs were permeabilized with 100 µl/well of 0.1% Triton X, 1% FBS in PBS+/+ for 10 minutes at room temperature (RT), washed once with PBS, incubated in 100 µl/well of 1:50 human FcR Blocking Reagent (Miltenyi) in staining buffer (1% FBS in PBS+/+) for 30 minutes at RT, and washed again with PBS. Next, they were incubated with 100 µl/well of 1:400 Anti-OC43 coronavirus primary antibody (EMD Millipore MAB9013) in staining buffer for 30 minutes at RT, washed five times with PBS, and then incubated with 100 µl/well of 1:500 donkey anti-mouse HRP secondary antibody (Jackson ImmunoResearch 715-036-151) and 1:2000 Hoechst 33342 (Life Technologies H3570) in staining buffer for 1 hour at RT. After five PBS washes, Hoechst fluorescence was read at 355 nm excitation and 450 nm emission using a Synergy H1 Spectrophotometer. Subsequently, viral load was analyzed using the ImmPACT DAB Peroxidase (HRP) Substrate kit (Vector Labs) according to the manufacturer’s instructions, and DAB absorbance was read at 465 nm.

Human patient database
This database represents patients with a diagnosis of COVID-19 or COVID-19 exposure who had an emergency department or urgent care visit or were admitted for observation or hospitalized. Subgroups of patients on a statin (atorvastatin, fluvastatin, lovastatin, pitavastatin, pravastatin, rosuvastatin, or simvastatin) exclude patients for whom more than 1 of the different statins was ordered during the inclusion period. Encounters include laboratory and pharmacy information (e.g., medication orders, dispensing), which are date and time stamped. Only patients with COVID-19 diagnosis confirmed by a laboratory test for SARS-CoV-2 (nucleic acid amplification tests and immunoassays) and/or by International Statistical Classification of Diseases and Related Health Problems, Tenth Revision (ICD-10) code U07.1 (for COVID-19 confirmed by laboratory testing),6 with known demographic characteristics (age, sex, and race and ethnicity), and who were 18 years or older from January to September 2020 were included in our study (n = 90,834). Patients with COVID-19, with a statin medication dose consistent with moderate-intensity therapy,7 and with a medication order status of active or completed and without a designation of as needed (ie, medication taken only when needed) at least once within a period of 10 days before and 7 days after their first recorded COVID-19 diagnosis were compared with patients with COVID-19 and no statin orders.  We excluded patients with statin doses above or below those consistent with moderate-intensity therapy, with other order status (eg, inactive, discontinued, or unknown), or who were prescribed more than one statin type during this period or prescribed statins outside this period (n = 20,526), resulting in a final inclusion of 70,308 patients.
Considered comorbidities, identified by using International Classification of Diseases, Ninth Revision, Clinical Modification (ICD-9-CM), and International Statistical Classification of Diseases, Tenth Revision, Clinical Modification (ICD-10-CM), diagnosis codes, included hypertension (I10-I16 and 401.X-405.X), diabetes (O24, E11, E10, E13, and 250.X), chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (J44, 491.2, 493.2, and 496.X), obesity (E66.0, E66.1, E66.2, E66.8, E66.9, 278.00, 278.01, 278.03, Z68.3, Z68.4, V85.3, and V85.4), heart conditions (I20.X, I21.X, I22.X, I23.X, I24.X, I25.X, I42.X, I50.X, 410.X, 411.X, 412.X, 413.X, 414.X, 428.X, and 425.X), cerebrovascular disease (I6X.X, G45.X, G46.X, and 43X.X), cancer (C00-C96, 14X.X, 15X.X, 16X.X, 17X.X, 18X.X, 19X.X, and 20X.X), and chronic kidney disease (N18.X and 585.X). Prescription indications, identified by using ICD-9-CM and ICD-10-CM codes, included high cholesterol/hyperlipidemia (E78.0, E78.1, E78.2, E78.3, E78.4, E78.5, 272, 277). Body mass index (calculated as weight in kilograms divided by height in meters squared) values were identified by Logical Observation Identifiers Names and Codes 39156-5 and 89270-3. Body mass index values of at least 30 were used to confirm the diagnosis of obesity by ICD-9-CM or ICD-10-CM code.

Statistical analysis
The R Matchit package, version 3.0.2 (R Program for Statistical Computing) was used to perform propensity score matching with a nearest-neighbor method to match patients treated with a statin with control patients (1:1 ratio), atorvastatin-treated patients with control patients (1:1 ratio), lovastatin-treated patients with control patients (1:10 ratio), pravastatin-treated patients with control patients (1:10 ratio), rosuvastatin-treated patients with control patients (1:10 ratio), and simvastatin-treated patients with control patients (1:5 ratio), with varying ratios for the different statins to have sufficient power for the comparisons and increase precision.The propensity score was estimated using logistic regression of the treatment based on demographic characteristics (age, sex, and race and ethnicity), the encounter type at the time of the first recorded COVID-19 diagnosis, comorbidities (hypertension, diabetes, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, obesity, heart conditions, cerebrovascular disease, cancer, and chronic kidney disease), and statin prescription indications (high cholesterol or hyperlipidemia) with age at encounter as a continuous variable, and the remaining as categorical variables. To assess covariate balance, density plots of the distribution of propensity scores for the treated and control groups before and after matching were created, and standardized mean differences between cohorts before and after propensity score matching were calculated.
We performed the Welch 2-sample, 2-sided t-test for continuous variables and the Pearson χ2 test with Yates continuity correction for categorical variables to evaluate whether there was a significant difference when comparing the two groups. We performed 10 iterations and evaluated mortality rate. Relative risks with 95% confidence intervals (Cis) were calculated for each iteration. Each iteration included all statin-treated patients and a subset of control patients chosen by propensity score matching. No statin-treated patients were discarded. We compared patients treated with (A) atorvastatin, (B) lovastatin, (C) pravastatin, (D) rosuvastatin and (E) simvastatin with their matched control patients. Owing to the large number of control patients, several of these patients could have had the same propensity score value, and therefore some statin-treated patients could be matched to several more than the number of control patients specified by the ratio (1, 5, or 10) having the same propensity score. To explore this variability and show the robustness of the results, we performed bootstrapping,8 with 10 iterations for each comparison, by varying the control patients who had a tie in their propensity scores. A significance threshold of .05 was applied to Benjamini-Hochberg–corrected p values. We reported he least significant result for each comparison.
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Supplemental Figure S1. Dose-response curves demonstrating the effects of statins on SARS-CoV-2 infection (MOI=0.1) in Vero6 cells.
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Supplemental Figure S2. Simvastatin added at 1M or 5 M concentrations in HUVEC cells infected with human coronavirus, OC43, modulates IP-10 levels without significant cytotoxicity detected by Hoechst fluorescence (***p<0.001, **p<0.01, *p<0.05). Error bars represent average +/- s.d.; repeated in n=2 independent biological experiments displayed in light (experiment 1) and dark (experiment 2) shaded data points.
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Supplemental Figure S3. Flow diagram of the patient selection and analysis.
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Supplemental Figure S4. Density plots of the distribution of propensity scores for the patients treated with (A) atorvastatin, (B) lovastatin, (C) pravastatin, (D) rosuvastatin, and (E) simvastatin, and control groups before and after matching.
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Supplemental Figure S5. Absolute standardized differences in means for matched categorical and continuous variables between patients treated with (A) atorvastatin, (B) lovastatin, (C) pravastatin, (D) rosuvastatin, and (E) simvastatin, and control groups for all data (before matching) and matched data.


Supplementary Tables

Supplementary Table S1. Propensity score (PS) matching by demographics, encounter type at the time of the first recorded COVID-19 diagnosis, COVID-19 comorbidities, and prescription indications: mortality rates for atorvastatin-exposed and PS-matched unexposed patients, a relative risk [95% confidence interval] and adjusted p-value in each iteration.
	Iteration
	Exposed to 
atorvastatin,
Died, N (%),
(N total = 2676)
	Matched controls,
Died, N (%),
(N total = 2676)
	Difference in
mortality rate (%)
	RR [95% CI]
	p-value
(adjusted)

	1
	431  (16.1)
	557  (20.8)
	-4.7
	0.85  [0.79–0.92]
	2.60E-05

	2
	431  (16.1)
	564  (21.1)
	-5.0
	0.84  [0.78–0.91]
	1.71E-05

	3
	431  (16.1)
	553  (20.7)
	-4.6
	0.85  [0.79–0.92]
	2.74E-05

	4
	431  (16.1)
	568  (21.2)
	-5.1
	0.84  [0.78–0.90]
	1.71E-05

	5
	431  (16.1)
	545  (20.4)
	-4.3
	0.86  [0.80–0.93]
	6.24E-05

	6
	431  (16.1)
	550  (20.6)
	-4.4
	0.86  [0.79–0.92]
	3.76E-05

	7
	431  (16.1)
	554  (20.7)
	-4.6
	0.85  [0.79–0.92]
	2.74E-05

	8
	431  (16.1)
	555  (20.7)
	-4.6
	0.85  [0.79–0.92]
	2.74E-05

	9
	431  (16.1)
	561  (21.0)
	-4.9
	0.84  [0.78–0.91]
	1.85E-05

	10
	431  (16.1)
	548  (20.5)
	-4.4
	0.86  [0.80–0.93]
	4.49E-05





Supplementary Table S2. Propensity score (PS) matching by demographics, encounter type at the time of the first recorded COVID-19 diagnosis, COVID-19 comorbidities, and prescription indications: mortality rates for lovastatin-exposed and PS-matched unexposed patients, a relative risk [95% confidence interval] and adjusted p-value in each iteration.
	Iteration
	Exposed to 
lovastatin,
Died, N (%),
(N total = 70)
	Matched controls,
Died, N (%),
(N total = 700)
	Difference in
mortality rate (%)
	RR [95% CI]
	p-value
(adjusted)

	1
	15  (21.4)
	138  (19.7)
	1.7
	1.10  [0.64–1.89]
	0.757

	2
	15  (21.4)
	138  (19.7)
	1.7
	1.10  [0.64–1.89]
	0.757

	3
	15  (21.4)
	137  (19.6)
	1.9
	1.11  [0.64–1.91]
	0.757

	4
	15  (21.4)
	140  (20.0)
	1.4
	1.08  [0.63–1.86]
	0.757

	5
	15  (21.4)
	138  (19.7)
	1.7
	1.10  [0.64–1.89]
	0.757

	6
	15  (21.4)
	139  (19.9)
	1.6
	1.09  [0.63–1.88]
	0.757

	7
	15  (21.4)
	139  (19.9)
	1.6
	1.09  [0.63–1.88]
	0.757

	8
	15  (21.4)
	134  (19.1)
	2.3
	1.14  [0.66–1.96]
	0.757

	9
	15  (21.4)
	137  (19.6)
	1.9
	1.11  [0.64–1.91]
	0.757

	10
	15  (21.4)
	141  (20.1)
	1.3
	1.07  [0.62–1.85]
	0.757








Supplementary Table S3. Propensity score (PS) matching by demographics, encounter type at the time of the first recorded COVID-19 diagnosis, COVID-19 comorbidities, and prescription indications: mortality rates for pravastatin-exposed and PS-matched unexposed patients, a relative risk [95% confidence interval] and adjusted p-value in each iteration.	
	Iteration
	Exposed to 
pravastatin,
Died, N (%),
(N total = 383)
	Matched controls,
Died, N (%),
(N total = 3830)
	Difference in
mortality rate (%)
	RR [95% CI]
	p-value
(adjusted)

	1
	71  (18.5)
	883  (23.1)
	-4.5
	0.78  [0.61–1.00]
	0.047

	2
	71  (18.5)
	889  (23.2)
	-4.7
	0.77  [0.60–0.99]
	0.047

	3
	71  (18.5)
	886  (23.1)
	-4.6
	0.77  [0.61–0.99]
	0.047

	4
	71  (18.5)
	883  (23.1)
	-4.5
	0.78  [0.61–1.00]
	0.047

	5
	71  (18.5)
	890  (23.2)
	-4.7
	0.77  [0.60–0.99]
	0.047

	6
	71  (18.5)
	883  (23.1)
	-4.5
	0.78  [0.61–1.00]
	0.047

	7
	71  (18.5)
	884  (23.1)
	-4.5
	0.78  [0.61–0.99]
	0.047

	8
	71  (18.5)
	883  (23.1)
	-4.5
	0.78  [0.61–1.00]
	0.047

	9
	71  (18.5)
	883  (23.1)
	-4.5
	0.78  [0.61–1.00]
	0.047

	10
	71  (18.5)
	886  (23.1)
	-4.6
	0.77  [0.61–0.99]
	0.047





Supplementary Table S4. Propensity score (PS) matching by demographics, encounter type at the time of the first recorded COVID-19 diagnosis, COVID-19 comorbidities, and prescription indications: mortality rates for rosuvastatin-exposed and PS-matched unexposed patients, a relative risk [95% confidence interval] and adjusted p-value in each iteration.	
	Iteration
	Exposed to 
rosuvastatin,
Died, N (%),
(N total = 404)
	Matched controls,
Died, N (%),
(N total = 4040)
	Difference in
mortality rate (%)
	RR [95% CI]
	p-value
(adjusted)

	1
	53  (13.1)
	857  (21.2)
	-8.1
	0.59  [0.44–0.78]
	9.61E-05

	2
	53  (13.1)
	855  (21.2)
	-8.0
	0.59  [0.45–0.78]
	9.61E-05

	3
	53  (13.1)
	855  (21.2)
	-8.0
	0.59  [0.45–0.78]
	9.61E-05

	4
	53  (13.1)
	850  (21.0)
	-7.9
	0.59  [0.45–0.78]
	9.61E-05

	5
	53  (13.1)
	854  (21.1)
	-8.0
	0.59  [0.45–0.78]
	9.61E-05

	6
	53  (13.1)
	860  (21.3)
	-8.2
	0.58  [0.44–0.77]
	9.61E-05

	7
	53  (13.1)
	854  (21.1)
	-8.0
	0.59  [0.45–0.78]
	9.61E-05

	8
	53  (13.1)
	856  (21.2)
	-8.1
	0.59  [0.44–0.78]
	9.61E-05

	9
	53  (13.1)
	853  (21.1)
	-8.0
	0.59  [0.45–0.78]
	9.61E-05

	10
	53  (13.1)
	854  (21.1)
	-8.0
	0.59  [0.45–0.78]
	9.61E-05







Supplementary Table S5. Propensity score (PS) matching by demographics, encounter type at the time of the first recorded COVID-19 diagnosis, COVID-19 comorbidities, and prescription indications: mortality rates for simvastatin-exposed and PS-matched unexposed patients, a relative risk [95% confidence interval] and adjusted p-value in each iteration.
	Iteration
	Exposed to 
simvastatin,
Died, N (%),
(N total = 784)
	Matched controls,
Died, N (%),
(N total = 3920)
	Difference in
mortality rate (%)
	RR [95% CI]
	p-value
(adjusted)

	1
	153  (19.5)
	923  (23.5)
	-4.0
	0.82  [0.70–0.96]
	0.019

	2
	153  (19.5)
	918  (23.4)
	-3.9
	0.82  [0.70–0.97]
	0.019

	3
	153  (19.5)
	921  (23.5)
	-4.0
	0.82  [0.70–0.97]
	0.019

	4
	153  (19.5)
	921  (23.5)
	-4.0
	0.82  [0.70–0.97]
	0.019

	5
	153  (19.5)
	928  (23.7)
	-4.2
	0.81  [0.69–0.96]
	0.019

	6
	153  (19.5)
	924  (23.6)
	-4.1
	0.82  [0.69–0.96]
	0.019

	7
	153  (19.5)
	925  (23.6)
	-4.1
	0.82  [0.69–0.96]
	0.019

	8
	153  (19.5)
	923  (23.5)
	-4.0
	0.82  [0.70–0.96]
	0.019

	9
	153  (19.5)
	914  (23.3)
	-3.8
	0.83  [0.70–0.97]
	0.022

	10
	153  (19.5)
	919  (23.4)
	-3.9
	0.82  [0.70–0.97]
	0.019
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Supp. Figure S4
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Supp. Figure S1
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Supp. Figure S2
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Cerner Real World Data 
(CRWD) COVID Database



N = 490,373 



COVID-19 Diagnosis (Lab Test and/or ICD code)
N = 115,911



Complete Demographics, Age ≥ 18 years
N = 90,834



Exposed During Defined Timeframe 
to Statins
N = 4,330



No Exposure 
to Statins



N = 65,978



Exposed Outside Defined Timeframe
to Statins or to More than 1 Statin



N = 20,526



Exposed During Defined 
Timeframe to



Propensity Score Matching
(a) 1:1 Exposed to Atorvastatin/Control
(b) 1:10 Exposed to Lovastatin/Control 
(d) 1:10 Exposed to Pravastatin/Control



(e) 1:10 Exposed to Rosuvastatin/Control
(f) 1:5 Exposed to Simvastatin/Control
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Figure 1. Flow chart of the patient selection and analysis.
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Propensity Score Matching
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(c) Other SSRIs vs Matched Control
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