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Abstract 

Background. Re-purposing of existing drugs for the treatment of COVID-19 might be an 

effective alternative during the pandemic. 

Objective. To determine the association of the risk of COVID-19 and the drugs which have 

been suggested to have therapeutic effects against or increase the susceptibility to SARS-

CoV-2. 

Design. A case control study using a nationwide claims database. Exposure was defined as a 

prescription of study drugs which would have been continued until 7 days prior to test for 

COVID-19 or later. 

Setting. South Korea, where a large testing capacity was available throughout the course of 

the epidemic. 

Participants. Adults aged 18 years or older who were tested for COVID-19. 

Measurements. The diagnosis of COVID-19. 

Results. Among 65,149 subjects included (mean age, 48.3 years; 49.4% male), 5,172 (7.9%) 

were diagnosed of COVID-19. Hydroxychloroquine showed no significant association with 

the risk for COVID-19 (adjusted odds ratio [aOR], 1.48; 95% CI, 0.95–2.31). Camostat (aOR, 

0.45; 95% CI, 0.20–1.02) and amiodarone (aOR, 0.54; 95% CI, 0.33–0.89) were associated 

with a lower risk for COVID-19 in overall population, but the difference did not reach 

statistical significance in subgroup analysis. Angiotensin receptor blocker was associated 

with a small increase in the risk (aOR, 1.13; 95% CI, 1.01–1.26), which was not observed in 

subgroup analysis. 

Limitations. A possibility of bias in the characteristics of controls; information on drug 

compliance and the severity of underlying conditions could not be obtained. 
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Conclusions. No medications included in our study was consistently associated with a risk 

for COVID-19. These findings suggest that more cautious approach is warranted for the 

clinical use of re-purposed drugs until the results from clinical trials are available. 
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Introduction 

Coronavirus disease (COVID-19) is a novel infectious disease caused by severe acute 

respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) that has spread worldwide since the first 

reported case in late 2019. The relatively large proportion of mildly symptomatic cases and 

early high viral shedding has undermined the effectiveness of the classic “identify and isolate” 

strategy.1 Many countries have resorted to massive social distancing to slow the spread of this 

disease, although a surge of patients has overwhelmed healthcare systems in several countries. 

Most patients with COVID-19 have a mild course of the disease, although respiratory failure 

and death are more common among older people or people with underlying conditions.2-4 

Novel antiviral agents or an effective vaccine will not be available in the near future, and 

there is significant interest in repurposing medications that are used for other indications.5 

Hydroxychloroquine (HCQ) and lopinavir/ritonavir are drugs with promising results from 

preclinical studies, and some clinical data have been recently reported. Other agents are 

reportedly effective in vitro against the coronaviruses that cause severe acute respiratory 

syndrome or Middle East respiratory syndrome, although there is no high-quality clinical 

evidence to support the use of those agents for treating COVID-19. 

Host cell entry of SARS-CoV-2 requires angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2).6 The 

action of ACE2 is not directly affected by ACE inhibitors (ACEIs) and angiotensin receptor 

blockers (ARBs), which are commonly used anti-hypertensive agents, although these drugs 

reportedly lead to increased expression of ACE2 in various tissues.7,8 Thus, there is 

controversy regarding whether treatment using ACEIs or ARBs might increase the host’s 

susceptibility to SARS-CoV-2 infection and COVID-19. Furthermore, some argue that 

ACEI/ARB might reduce the risk of respiratory failure, as the downregulation of ACE2 is 

reported to correlate with severity of lung injury.9 
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Although well-designed randomized trials are needed to address these issues, it takes time to 

perform those trials and report the results. Therefore, controversy persists regarding the 

potential harm that may be associated with use of unproven drugs for treating COVID-19. 

Carefully curated and reliable data from a large cohort may be a useful alternative for the 

time being. Thus, we conducted a case-control study to evaluate the relationships between 

various medications and the risk of COVID-19 using a nationwide medical insurance claim 

database from the Republic of Korea. 

 

Methods 

Data source 

We extracted information from the Korean Health Insurance Review & Assessment Service 

(HIRA) database. The HIRA is a quasi-governmental agency that reviews all claims made to 

the National Health Insurance Service, which is the universal single payer for healthcare in 

Korea. All reimbursement claims for COVID-19 tests in suspected cases are sent for review 

by the HIRA (Figure 1). Claims for COVID-19-related testing are made using a special 

“public crisis” code (MT043), and reimbursement for confirmed cases are claimed based on 

the International Classification of Diseases and Related Health Problems, 10th edition (ICD-

10) codes for COVID-19 (B34.2, B97.2, U18, U18.1, and U07.1). We identified all tested 

individuals within national health insurance services coverage who were ≥18 years old using 

the code MT043. Among these individuals, the cases were defined as individuals with ICD-

10 codes for COVID-19 and the remaining individuals were categorized as the controls 

(“test-negative” controls). The last date of data entry was April 8, 2020. 

This study’s retrospective protocol was approved by the institutional review board of the Gil 

Medical Center, Gachon University College of Medicine and Science (GFIRB2020-118). 
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Study design and definitions 

This retrospective case-control study evaluated the risk of COVID-19 according to the use of 

various pharmaceutical agents. Exposure was defined as the prescription of medications that 

would have been continued until ≤7 days before the testing for COVID-19. Drugs of interest 

were selected from a list of pharmaceutical agents with reported inhibitory effects against 

SARS-CoV-2 infection in preclinical studies, as well as agents with theoretical concerns 

regarding an increased risk of COVID-19 (Appendix Table 1). Two authors (KH and WJ) 

reviewed the literature and selected the drugs of interest, and any disagreement was arbitrated 

by a third author (JJ). The maximum interval of 7 days between the prescription ending and 

COVID-19 testing was selected to account for the incubation period and delays in diagnosis. 

A preplanned subgroup analysis on the patients tested and treated in Daegu/Gyeongsangbuk-

do province (DG) was conducted, as a large regional outbreak occurred in this area which led 

to a higher risk of community transmission.10 Comorbidities were categorized into disease 

groups (Appendix Table 2) and identified using ICD-10 codes that were entered at least twice 

within the 5 years before the COVID-19 tests. The Charlson comorbidity index (CCI) was 

calculated as previously described.11 Healthcare utilization was evaluated based on the 

number of hospitalizations, the number of outpatient visits, and the number of emergency 

room visits within 1 year before the tests for COVID-19. 

 

Statistical analysis 

The baseline characteristics of the cases and controls were compared using the χ2 test or 

Student’s t test, as appropriate. Exposures to the drugs of interest were compared using 

logistic regression models with sex, age, region of residence, comorbidities, healthcare 

utilization, and other drugs of interest as covariates. All tests were two-tailed and results were 

considered statistically significant at p-values of <0.05. All analyses were performed using 
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SAS software (version 9.4; SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA). 

 

Results 

We identified 65,149 subjects who were tested for COVID-19, including 5,172 patients (7.9%) 

who were diagnosed with COVID-19 (Table 1). The mean age was 48.3 years (range, 18–110 

years), and 49.4% of the patients were male. The most common comorbidities were chronic 

lung diseases (50.9%), chronic liver diseases (44.0%), hypertension (32.8%), and diabetes 

(27.6%). Relative to the controls, the cases had a significantly lower mean age (44.6 years vs. 

48.6 years, p<0.001) and a significantly lower proportion of male patients (44.3% vs. 48.7%, 

p<0.001). The controls had more comorbidities and a higher mean CCI (1.4 vs. 1.8, p<0.001), 

as well as more frequent hospitalizations, outpatient visits, and emergency department visits. 

A total of 8,888 subjects were tested in DG province, where a regional outbreak occurred, and 

the test positivity rate in this subgroup was 15.0% (n=1,335). Relative to the overall 

population, the cases’ and controls’ baseline characteristics were more similar in the DG 

province subgroup. There were no significant differences between the DG cases and controls 

in terms of mean CCI (1.9 vs. 1.9, p=0.760) and the prevalences of diabetes, hypertension, 

chronic heart diseases, and malignancy. However, the controls still had higher proportions of 

chronic lung diseases (44.8% vs. 49.9%, p<0.001), chronic liver diseases (45.7% vs. 50.3%, 

p=0.002), and chronic neurological diseases (24.5% vs 27.8%, p=0.013). The cases had a 

higher rate of chronic kidney diseases (19.2% vs. 12.0%, p<0.001). 

 

Drugs with potential effect against SARS-CoV-2 

The following drugs were included after a literature review: HCQ, camostat, statins, 

sirolimus, mycophenolate, amiodarone, and direct antiviral agents for hepatitis C (HCV 

DAA). We did not include lopinavir/ritonavir and other protease inhibitors, as the expected 
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number of HIV cases would be too small to accurately analyze, given the prevalence of HIV 

infection in Korea. In the overall population, the rates of HCQ prescription were 0.44% 

among the cases and 0.42% among the controls (Table 2 and Appendix Table 3). No 

significant association between HCQ use and COVID-19 was observed in the crude analysis 

(odds ratio [OR], 1.07; 95% confidence interval [CI], 0.69–1.63; p=0.774), although HCQ 

was marginally associated with a higher risk of COVID-19 in the multivariable analysis (OR, 

1.48; 95% CI, 0.95–2.31; p=0.086). The association was more significant and the effect size 

was larger among subjects from DG province (Table 3). Confirmed cases of COVID-19 were 

more likely to have been prescribed HCQ in both the crude analysis (OR, 1.99; 95% CI, 

1.08–3.67; p=0.029) and the multivariable analysis (OR, 2.53; 95% CI, 1.30–4.96; p=0.007). 

In contrast, camostat was marginally associated with a lower risk of COVID-19 in the overall 

population (adjusted odds ratio [aOR], 0.45; 95% CI, 0.20–1.02; p=0.054). The confidence 

intervals were too broad to confirm the association in the multivariable analysis of the DG 

province subgroup, although the effect size remained stable. Controls were more likely to be 

on prescription for statins, but there was no significant difference in adjusted analyses in both 

populations. Sirolimus was not associated with the risk of COVID-19 in the overall 

population, and the sample of sirolimus users in the DG province was too small for 

comparison. Mycophenolate was also not associated with the risk of COVID-19 in the overall 

population, but was non-significantly related to an increased risk of COVID-19 in the DG 

province subgroup. Interestingly, amiodarone was associated with a significantly decreased 

risk of COVID-19 in the overall population (aOR, 0.54; 95% CI, 0.33–0.89; p=0.015), 

although this association was not observed in DG province (aOR, 0.89; 95% CI, 0.42–1.88; 

p=0.762). The use of HCV DAA was observed for 0.01% of the controls and none of the 

patients in the overall and DG populations, which was too small a sample for a meaningful 

comparison. Drugs with no expected benefit, including non-steroid anti-inflammatory drugs, 
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proton pump inhibitors, and N-acetylcysteine, were associated with decreased risk for 

COVID-19. However, no significant difference was observed when a more strict definition 

for drug use requiring prescription for ≥30 days during the last 6 months was used (Appendix 

Tables 4 and 5). 

 

Drugs with hypothetical concerns regarding an increased risk of COVID-19 

After statins, ARBs were the second most commonly prescribed medications (15.4% of the 

subjects). Although the cases were less likely to receive ARBs (OR, 0.80; 95% CI, 0.74–0.87; 

p<0.001), ARB use was associated with a higher risk of COVID-19 after adjusting for 

comorbidities and other concomitant medications (aOR, 1.13; 95% CI, 1.01–1.26; p=0.034). 

However, the difference did not reach statistical significance in subjects in DG area (aOR, 

1.17; 95% CI, 0.95–1.44; p=0.148). The use of ACEIs was much less common (1.0%, n=653), 

and ACEI use was not significantly associated with COVID-19. The controls were more 

likely to receive oral hypoglycemic agents (metformin and thiazolidinediones) and statins, 

although these drugs were not significantly associated with the risk of COVID-19 in the 

multivariable analyses. 

 

Discussion 

This large case-control study evaluated Korean health insurance claims and revealed that no 

drugs were consistently associated with the risk for COVID-19. However, camostat was 

associated with a marginally reduced risk of COVID-19. In this context, SARS-CoV and 

SARS-CoV-2 engage ACE2 as the receptor for host cell entry, with the spike (S) protein of 

coronavirus binding to ACE2.6,12 In this process, S protein must be primed by host cell 

proteinases, which include a serine protease known as TMPRSS2.13,14 Camostat mesylate is a 

serine protease inhibitor that is approved for treating chronic pancreatitis in Korea and Japan. 
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A recent in vitro study demonstrated that camostat, which is a known inhibitor of TMPRSS2, 

blocks the entry of SARS-CoV-2 into lung cells, and our results suggest that camostat might 

be a useful therapeutic agent for COVID-19.6 Results from ongoing clinical trials will 

provide more evidence regarding its potential effect against SARS-CoV-2 infections. 

Nafamostat mesylate is a similar serine protease inhibitor that has also been used in an 

injectable formulation for pancreatitis and as a short-acting anticoagulant in Korea and Japan. 

Clinical trials have been proposed for critically ill patients with COVID-19 who cannot take 

oral medications. 

Chloroquine (CQ) has been used for treating malaria since the 1940s and has also been used 

for the treatment of connective tissue diseases including rheumatoid arthritis and systemic 

lupus erythematosus (SLE). CQ reportedly inhibits the SARS-CoV-2 in vitro by inhibiting 

glycosylation of host receptors and endosomal acidification.15,16 In China, CQ and HCQ have 

been recommended for treating COVID-19 and a small trial indicated that HCQ treatment led 

to a faster negative conversion of viral shedding.17,18 However, more recent studies have 

suggested a lack of clinical benefit and even the possibility of poorer outcomes.19-21 

Furthermore, the interest in CQ/HCQ has raised concerns regarding cardiac toxicity and drug 

shortages for patients who require these drugs for other conditions.22 CQ is not available in 

Korea and HCQ is used for same indications. The present study revealed that HCQ use was 

not associated with a lower risk of COVID-19 in the overall population, and HCQ use was 

actually associated with a higher risk of COVID-19 in DG province, where the cases and 

controls had similar proportions of comorbidities. Therefore, our results and those of the 

recent clinical studies suggest that HCQ does not have a significant clinical effect against 

SARS-CoV-2 infection, although the results from ongoing randomized controlled trials are 

needed clarify its effect. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 8, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.04.20089904doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.04.20089904
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Statins, which are also known as HMC-CoA reductase inhibitors, may play a therapeutic role 

by reducing endothelial dysfunction by affecting ACE2 expression.23 The present study 

revealed that statin use was significantly less common among the cases than among the 

controls. However, there was no difference in the risk of COVID-19 after adjusting for 

demographic factors and comorbidities. 

Sirolimus, mycophenolate, and amiodarone reportedly had inhibitory effects against SARS-

CoV and/or MERS-CoV in preclinical studies.24-26 However, the present study failed to detect 

significant protective effects for those drugs, albeit amiodarone showed a reduced risk for 

COVID-19 in overall population. 

The ACEI and ARB inhibit the activity of ACE1, which is a homolog to ACE2 but is not used 

by SARS-CoV for host cell entry.27 However, several studies have shown that ACEIs/ARBs 

upregulate the expression of ACE2, which is reportedly correlated with susceptibility to 

SARS-CoV infection in vitro.7,8,28,29 Thus, concerns were raised regarding the theoretical risk 

for COVID-19 in patients taking ACEI/ARB. In contrast, other reports have indicated that 

high serum levels of angiotensin II and downregulation of ACE2 expression may be related to 

lung injury by respiratory viral infections.30,31 Therefore, ACEI/ARB has a theoretical 

possibility to decrease the risk for severe infection by SARS-CoV-2. However, there is no 

evidence that ACEI/ARB are associated with clinical outcome in either way. Major societies 

recommended that patients continue taking those anti-hypertensives as prescribed.27,32 The 

present study is unable to support a clear conclusion regarding ACEI/ARB use, as the risk of 

COVID-19 was higher in the multivariable analyses for the overall population and the DG 

province subpopulation, although the difference was only significant in the overall population. 

A recent retrospective study of 1,128 patients with COVID-19 and hypertension revealed that 

inpatient use of ACEIs/ARBs was associated with a lower risk of mortality.33 Considering the 

proposed theoretical mechanism of ACEI/ARB interacting with the pathogenesis of COVID-
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19, it is possible that ACEIs/ARBs have different effects during the initial SARS-CoV-2 

infection and the subsequent inflammatory stage.9 Further studies are needed to understand 

the risks of SARS-CoV-2 infection among patients with hypertension. 

Our study has several strengths. First, South Korea rapidly established a large testing capacity 

and has successfully contained the outbreak, which suggests that it is unlikely that a large 

number of COVID-19 cases were missed. Also, we were able to use “test-negative” controls 

owing to the vast testing capacity. Thus, our findings might not be replicated in other 

countries with more limited testing capacities, where testing cannot be offered to all patients 

with acute respiratory infections. Second, the single-payer universal healthcare system in 

Korea ensures that we had reliable data regarding medication use and comorbidities. Given 

that there is near-complete coverage for common illnesses, only an extremely small 

proportion of cases would not have data regarding the drugs of interest. Last, we used the 

diagnosis of COVID-19 as an outcome. In contrast, most recent studies regarding 

medications and COVID-19 have compared the risk of a severe clinical course among 

COVID-19 patients. 

The present study also has several limitations. First, our design was vulnerable to bias in the 

characteristics of “test-negative” controls. Controls were older and had more comorbidities in 

our study, and we suspect that older people with underlying conditions had higher chance of 

developing acute respiratory symptoms which led to vigorous testing. However, we 

conducted robust multivariable analyses and a subgroup analysis on DG area where the risk 

of community transmission was substantially higher. Second, the use of claims data precludes 

an analysis of prescription compliance or the accuracy of comorbidity diagnoses. Third, we 

could not obtain data regarding the severity of the underlying conditions, performance status, 

and socioeconomic characteristics. Last, some drugs were prescribed infrequently and the 

small sample sizes limited the statistical power of the related analyses. 
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In conclusion, we observed that no medications were consistently associated with the risk for 

COVID-19. Camostat and amiodarone might be associated with lower risk, which warrants 

further studies. However, the use of HCQ, ACEIs/ARBs, or statins was not associated with a 

significant change in the risk of COVID-19. Our findings suggest that repurposing these 

pharmaceutical agents may not provide significant clinical benefits for the patients with 

COVID-19. Clinical trials are needed to generate high-quality evidence regarding the efficacy 

of these agents in this setting. 
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Figure Legend 

Figure 1. Overview of healthcare insurance claims data from Health Insurance Review & 

Assessment Service of Korea 
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of subjects tested for COVID-19 

 Overall Daegu/Gyeongsangbuk-do 

 Control 

(N=59977) 

Case 

(N=5172) 

P Control 

(N=7553) 

Case 

(N=1335) 

P 

Demographic infor

mation 

      

Age, mean (SD), y 48.6 (19.9) 44.6 (18.0) <0.001 50.2 (19.6) 49.0 (19.1) 0.031 

Sex       

Male 29924 (48.7

) 

2289 (44.3) <0.001 3601 (47.7) 526 (39.4) <0.001 

Female     

Insurance coverage 

for low-income hou

sehold 

3434 (5.7) 287 (5.6) 0.600 545 (7.2) 121 (9.1)  

       

Comorbidities       

Charlson comorbidit

y index, mean (SD) 

1.8 (2.4) 1.4 (2.0) <0.001 1.9 (2.4) 1.9 (2.4) 0.760 

RA, SLE, GCA, an

d JIA 

4974 (8.3) 358 (6.9) <0.001 661 (8.8) 94 (7.0) 0.039 

Hepatitis C 745 (1.2) 45 (0.9) 0.019 93 (1.2) 15 (1.1) 0.741 

Pancreatitis 5378 (9.0) 327 (6.3) <0.001 620 (8.2) 74 (10.7) <0.001 

Diabetes 16798 (28.0

) 

1151 (22.3) <0.001 2314 (30.4) 411 (30.8) 0.913 

Hypertension 20058 (33.4

) 

1312 (25.4) <0.001 2636 (34.9) 468 (35.1) 0.912 

Chronic heart diseas

es 

12732 (21.2

) 

801 (15.5) <0.001 1682 (22.3) 294 (22.0) 0.842 

Chronic lung diseas

es 

30847 (51.4

) 

2295 (44.4) <0.001 3767 (49.9) 598 (44.8) <0.001 

Asthma and allergic

 rhinitis 

52539 (87.6

) 

4508 (87.2) 0.361 6552 (86.8) 1127 (84.4) 0.022 

Malignancy 7433 (12.4) 412 (8.0) <0.001 821 (10.9) 136 (10.2) 0.458 

Chronic liver diseas

es 

26579 (44.3

) 

2098 (40.6) <0.001 3800 (50.3) 610 (45.7) 0.002 

Chronic kidney dise

ases 

6569 (11.0) 493 (9.5) 0.002 905 (12.0) 256 (19.2) <0.001 
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Other connective tis

sue diseases 

681 (1.1) 40 (0.8) 0.017 77 (1.0) 6 (0.5) 0.046 

Chronic neurologic 

diseases 

14772 (24.6

) 

972 (18.8) <0.001 2099 (27.8) 327 (24.5) 0.013 

       

Healthcare utilizati

on 

      

Number of hospitali

zations 

0.93 (2.37) 0.49 (1.60) <0.001 0.83 (1.93) 0.61 (1.80) <0.001 

Number of outpatie

nt visit 

24.8 (31.6) 23.7 (34.1) 0.018 25.2 (32.2) 36.7 (52.9) <0.001 

Number of ED visit 0.52 (1.86) 0.27 (0.87) <0.001 0.51 (1.70) 0.32 (0.80) <0.001 

Abbreviations: COVID-19, coronavirus disease 2019; SD, standard deviation; RA, rheumatoid arthritis; SLE, 

systemic lupus erythematosus; GCA, giant cell arteritis; JIA, juvenile idiopathic arthritis; ED, emergency 

department 
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Table 2. Risk for COVID-19 infection by previously prescribed medications in overall population 

Drug Control 

(N=59977) 

Case 

(N=5172) 

Crude Adjusted 

OR (95% 

CI) 

P OR (95% 

CI) 

P 

Drugs with potential therapeutic effect 

Hydroxychloroquine 251 (0.42) 23 (0.44) 1.07 (0.69-

1.63) 

0.774 1.48 (0.95-

2.31) 

0.086 

Camostat 247 (0.41) 6 (0.12) 0.28 (0.13-

0.63) 

0.002 0.45 (0.20-

1.02) 

0.054 

Statins 10413 (17.

36) 

690 (13.34) 0.73 (0.68-

0.80) 

<0.001 0.99 (0.89-

1.10) 

0.827 

Sirolimus 22 (0.04) 1 (0.02) 0.53 (0.07-

3.91) 

0.536 1.16 (0.15-

8.87) 

0.888 

Mycophenolate 216 (0.36) 13 (0.25) 0.70 (0.40-

1.22) 

0.208 1.00 (0.56-

1.79) 

>0.999 

Amiodarone 697 (1.16) 17 (0.33) 0.28 (0.17-

0.45) 

<0.001 0.54 (0.33-

0.89) 

0.015 

HCV DAA 5 (0.01) 0 (0.00)  0.927   

Drugs with concern for increased risk 

Angiotensin recepto

r blockers 

9377 (15.6

3) 

668 (12.92) 0.80 (0.74-

0.87) 

<0.001 1.13 (1.01-

1.26) 

0.034 

Angiotensin convert

ing enzyme inhibito

rs 

607 (1.01) 46 (0.89) 0.88 (0.65-

1.19) 

0.396 1.25 (0.91-

1.71) 

0.177 

Metformin 3604 (6.01) 219 (4.23) 0.69 (0.60-

0.80) 

<0.001 0.95 (0.81-

1.11) 

0.497 

Thiazolidinedione 526 (0.88) 37 (0.72) 0.81 (0.58-

1.14) 

0.229 1.00 (0.70-

1.41) 

0.977 

Drugs with no expected benefit 

NSAIDs 21193 (35.

34) 

1579 (30.5

3) 

0.80 (0.76-

0.86) 

<0.001 0.90 (0.84-

0.96) 

0.001 

COX2 inhibitors 1609 (2.68) 81 (1.57) 0.58 (0.46-

0.72) 

<0.001 0.84 (0.66-

1.06) 

0.146 

Aspirin 535 (0.89) 8 (0.15) 0.17 (0.09-

0.35) 

<0.001 0.29 (0.14-

0.58) 

<0.001 

Systemic steroid 11809 (19.

69) 

693 (13.40) 0.63 (0.58-

0.69) 

<0.001 0.86 (0.79-

0.94) 

0.001 
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Proton pump inhibit

ors 

14167 (23.

62) 

660 (12.76) 0.47 (0.44-

0.51) 

<0.001 0.62 (0.57-

0.68) 

<0.001 

N-acetylcysteine 13078 (21.

81) 

710 (13.73) 0.57 (0.53-

0.62) 

<0.001 0.72 (0.66-

0.79) 

<0.001 

Abbreviations: OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; HCV, hepatitis C virus; DAA, direct antiviral agent; 

NSAID, non-steroid anti-inflammatory drug; COX, cyclooxygenase 
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Table 3. Risk for COVID-19 infection by previously prescribed medications in subjects tested in 

Daegu/Gyeongsangbuk-do. 

Drug Control 

(N=7553) 

Case 

(N=1335) 

Crude Adjusted 

OR (95% 

CI) 

P OR (95% 

CI) 

P 

Drugs with potential therapeutic effect 

Hydroxychloroquine 40 (0.53) 14 (1.05) 1.99 (1.08-

3.67) 

0.029 2.53 (1.30-

4.96) 

0.007 

Camostat 37 (0.49) 2 (0.15) 0.31 (0.07-

1.27) 

0.102 0.42 (0.10-

1.83) 

0.250 

Statins 1392 (18.4

3) 

219 (16.40) 0.87 (0.74-

1.02) 

0.077 0.88 (0.72-

1.07) 

0.192 

Sirolimus 1 (0.01) 0 (0.00)  0.970   

Mycophenolate 10 (0.13) 5 (0.37) 2.84 (0.97-

8.31) 

0.057 2.50 (0.74-

8.44) 

0.140 

Amiodarone 79 (1.05) 9 (0.67) 0.64 (0.32-

1.28) 

0.211 0.89 (0.42-

1.88) 

0.762 

HCV DAA 1 (0.01) 0 (0.00)  0.970   

Drugs with concern for increased risk 

Angiotensin recepto

r blockers 

1228 (16.2

6) 

237 (17.75) 1.11 (0.95-

1.30) 

0.175 1.17 (0.95-

1.44) 

0.148 

Angiotensin convert

ing enzyme inhibito

rs 

136 (1.80) 29 (2.17) 1.21 (0.81-

1.82) 

0.354 1.40 (0.88-

2.22) 

0.161 

Metformin 466 (6.17) 75 (5.62) 0.91 (0.70-

1.16) 

0.437 1.09 (0.82-

1.45) 

0.558 

Thiazolidinedione 76 (1.01) 19 (1.42) 1.42 (0.86-

2.36) 

0.173 1.25 (0.72-

2.18) 

0.430 

Drugs with no expected benefit 

NSAIDs 2398 (31.7

5) 

360 (26.97) 0.79 (0.70-

0.90) 

<0.001 0.90 (0.78-

1.03) 

0.136 

COX2 inhibitors 203 (2.69) 25 (1.87) 0.69 (0.46-

1.05) 

0.085 0.74 (0.47-

1.17) 

0.200 

Aspirin 63 (0.83) 2 (0.15) 0.18 (0.04-

0.73) 

0.017 0.24 (0.06-

1.01) 

0.052 

Systemic steroid 1286 (17.0 155 (11.61) 0.64 (0.54- <0.001 0.78 (0.64- 0.011 
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3) 0.77) 0.94) 

PPI 1817 (24.0

6) 

191 (14.31) 0.53 (0.45-

0.62) 

<0.001 0.58 (0.48-

0.70) 

<0.001 

N-acetylcysteine 1541 (20.4

0) 

170 (12.73) 0.57 (0.48-

0.68) 

<0.001 0.68 (0.57-

0.82) 

<0.001 

Abbreviations: OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; HCV, hepatitis C virus; DAA, direct antiviral agent; 

NSAID, non-steroid anti-inflammatory drug; COX, cyclooxygenase 
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