Supplementary Figure 1. Pooled mean duration (days) of MERS-CoV shedding from the upper
respiratory tract (random-effects model).
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Test for heterogeneity: Q-value = 19.9, df(Q) = 2, p < 0.001, 12 = 89.9%.

Supplementary Figure 2 Pooled mean duration (days) of MERS-CoV shedding from the lower
respiratory tract (random-effects model).
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Test for heterogeneity: Q-value = 5,8, df(Q) = 3, p= 0.132, 1> = 48%.



Supplementary Figure 3. Meta-regression bubble plot of the impact of male proportion on mean
SARS-CoV-2 shedding from the upper respiratory tract
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URT: upper respiratory tract.

Note: the plot was built upon 41 observations (no data on mean age from the study of Qian et al.). A
random-effects model was used.

Supplementary Figure 4. Meta-regression bubble plot of the impact of age on mean SARS-CoV-2
shedding from the stool
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Note: the plot was built upon 13 studies. A random-effects model was used.

(slope: +0.087; 95% Cl, -0.128 to +0.302; p = 0.43)
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Search strategy

Research question: What is the duration and dynamics of viral shedding in various body fluids in
coronaviruses?

Search methods:

The following databases will be searched: MEDLINE and EMBASE. For the following conferences we will
hand search abstracts: European Congress of Clinical Microbiology and Infectious Diseases (ECCMID).
Additionally, if any literature reviews are identified, reference lists of those review articles will be searched.

Time: the search will be limited to literature published after 2003, since the first recognised case of SARS
was identified in March 2003.

Language: only English language articles will be reviewed.

Search terms:

nCoV or n-Cov

2019-nCoV

coronavirus disease 2019

coronavirus disease-19

novel coronavirus

COVID

COVID-19

Middle East Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus/
. Middle East respiratory syndrome

10.MERS

11.SARS Virus/

12.SARS

13.severe acute respiratory syndrome
14.1or2or3ord4dor5or6or7or8or9or10or11or12or13
15.shed* OR viabl*

16.viral OR virus OR rna OR ribonucleic

17.viral shedding

18.150r 16 or 17

19.14 AND 18
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