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Abstract  

 

There are plausible mechanisms by which angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors (ACEIs) 

and angiotensin receptor blockers (ARBs) may increase the risk of COVID-19 infection or affect 

disease severity. To examine the association between these medications and COVID-19 infection 

or hospitalization, we conducted a retrospective cohort study within a US integrated healthcare 

system. Among people aged ≥18 years enrolled in the health plan for at least 4 months as of 

2/29/2020, current ACEI and ARB use was identified from pharmacy data, and the estimated 

daily dose was calculated and standardized across medications. COVID-19 infections were 

identified through 6/14/2020 from laboratory and hospitalization data. We used logistic 

regression to estimate adjusted odds ratios (ORs) and 95% confidence intervals. Among 322,044 

individuals, 720 developed COVID-19 infection. Among people using ACEI/ARBs, 183/56,105 

developed COVID-19 (3.3 per 1000 individuals) compared with 537/265,939 without 

ACEI/ARB use (2.0 per 1000), yielding an adjusted OR of 0.94 (95% CI 0.75-1.16). For use of < 

1 defined daily dose vs. nonuse, the adjusted OR for infection was 0.89 (95% CI 0.62-1.26); for 

1 to < 2 defined daily doses, 0.97 (95% CI 0.71-1.31); and for ≥2 defined daily doses, 0.94 (95% 

CI 0.72-1.23).  The OR was similar for ACEIs and ARBs and in subgroups by age and sex. 29% 

of people with COVID-19 infection were hospitalized; the adjusted OR for hospitalization in 

relation to ACEI/ARB use was 0.92 (95% CI 0.54-1.57), and there was no association with dose. 

These findings support current recommendations that individuals on these medications continue 

their use. 
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Introduction  

Use of angiotensin converting enzyme inhibitors (ACEIs) and angiotensin receptor 

blockers (ARBs), prescribed for nearly 25% of US adults,1 may be a risk factor for coronavirus 

disease 2019 (COVID-19) because these drugs increase the expression of angiotensin converting 

enzyme 2 (ACE2),2 the receptor by which the SARS-CoV-2 coronavirus enters epithelial cells.3 

Concern about whether inhibitors of the renin-angiotensin-aldosterone system (RAAS) may 

increase susceptibility to COVID-19 has been so pronounced that professional societies have 

issued advisories urging patients not to discontinue them and calling for more evidence.4  

On the other hand, experimental evidence suggests that upregulation of ACE2 may 

protect against lung injury caused by severe coronavirus infection.5 Among hospitalized patients 

with COVID-19 and hypertension, those on ACEI/ARBs had lower levels of high-sensitivity C-

reactive protein and procalcitonin.6 Most observational studies have focused on people 

hospitalized for COVID-19, examining whether ACEI/ARB use is associated with worse clinical 

outcomes.6-9 While this sampling design addresses important questions, it selects for patients 

who are already infected and whose disease has become severe enough to require hospitalization, 

Such studies cannot shed light on the natural history of infection prior to hospitalization or 

whether the use of RAAS inhibitors may increase susceptibility to COVID-19. Three studies 

have examined the risk of infection in relation to RAAS use among people from well-

characterized populations with information about prior medication exposures and health 

conditions.10-12 These studies, set in Italy,10 Spain11 and Denmark,12 found no overall association 

between RAAS inhibitor use and COVID-19 infection. Testing patterns and case fatality rates 

may vary widely between countries.13 No true population-based study has yet been conducted in 

the US, which has a very different health care system and more racially diverse population than 
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these European countries. While rigorous, these studies lacked information about smoking status, 

obesity and race/ethnicity, which may be important confounders,14-16 and their COVID cases 

were disproportionately weighted towards hospitalized cases – lacking cases from the milder end 

of the spectrum. Finally, no study has yet examined the relationship between ACEI/ARB dose 

and risk of COVID-19 infection or severe disease.  

In a population-based setting with rich electronic health resources, we evaluated the 

associations of ACEI and ARB use including medication dose with the risk of COVID-19 

infection and, as a marker of severity, with hospitalization.  

Methods  

We conducted a retrospective cohort study within Kaiser Permanente Washington 

(KPWA), an integrated health care system in Washington State that maintains extensive 

electronic data on its members. Members within the integrated group practice (IGP) receive all 

or nearly all care from KPWA. When they need hospitalization, members are cared for at 

contracted hospitals. Because reimbursement depends on these records, data about these 

hospitalizations tend to be very accurate. The population eligible for these analyses was IGP 

members who were aged ≥ 18 years and enrolled in KPWA in February 2020 (the month before 

COVID-19 testing began at KPWA). To be included, members had to have at least 4 months of 

prior enrollment as of 2/29/2020 and additional enrollment beyond that date. The sample size 

was determined by the number of eligible. Individuals were followed for study outcomes through 

6/14/2020. Study procedures were approved by the KPWHRI Institutional Review Board with a 

waiver of consent. 

We used electronic pharmacy data to define exposure to RAAS inhibitors. Pharmacy data 

come from KPWA-owned pharmacies and in addition include medications dispensed at outside 
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pharmacies (via claims data).  Data were available in near-real-time, including dispensings up 

through the day prior to the data pull. Data include a member identification number, date of the 

fill, medication name and strength, number of pills dispensed, and estimated days’ supply. 

“Current use” was defined as having a dispensed medication with a supply sufficient to last until 

2/29/2020 or later, assuming 80% adherence. To estimate the daily dose, we multiplied the 

number of pills dispensed by pill strength and divided by the estimated days’ supply for the 

dispensing. We then standardized these daily doses across medications by dividing by the World 

Health Organization’s Defined Daily Dose for each medication (e.g., 10 mg of lisinopril).17  

We defined COVID-19 infection as having a positive COVID-19 reverse-transcriptase 

polymerase chain reaction (PCR) test or a hospitalization with a COVID-19 diagnosis code 

(patients admitted to contracted hospitals for severe illness would not necessarily have had prior 

COVID-19 testing at KPWA). Throughout the study period, KPWA followed Washington State 

testing guidelines. For much of this time, the guidelines recommended testing only individuals 

with severe illness and symptomatic patients with high-risk exposures or health conditions.18 To 

assess whether these apparent COVID-19 hospitalizations represented true cases, we reviewed 

medical records for 20 patients hospitalized with a COVID-19 diagnosis who did not have a 

positive COVID-19 PCR test within KPWA. 

We identified covariates from KPWA electronic health data. Demographic characteristics 

included age, sex, and self-reported race/ethnicity.  We ascertained chronic medical conditions 

using diagnosis codes from inpatient and ambulatory visits; a condition was considered to be 

present if an individual had one or more codes for that condition in any setting in the prior 12 

months. Use of other medications was determined from electronic pharmacy data.  The KPWA 

EHR includes information about tobacco use (which patients are routinely asked about at clinic 
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visits) and body mass index (BMI), calculated from clinical measures of height and weight.  

Medications of interest included prednisone, insulin, and other classes of antihypertensive 

medications (calcium channel blockers, beta blockers, thiazide diuretics, and loop diuretics.) See 

the Supplement for detailed variable specifications. 

Within the entire cohort, we used logistic regression to estimate the odds of COVID-19 

infection associated with RAAS inhibitor use with adjustment for age (<45, 45-64, 65+ years), 

sex, race/ethnicity (categorized as non-Hispanic white, non-Hispanic Black, non-Hispanic Asian, 

non-Hispanic mixed or other race, or Hispanic), diabetes, hypertension, heart failure (HF), prior 

myocardial infarction (MI), asthma, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), current 

tobacco use, renal disease, malignancy, Charlson comorbidity score19 (categorized as 0, 1, 2+), 

BMI (categorized as underweight, <18.5 kg/m2; normal weight, 18.5-24.9 kg/m2; overweight, 

25-29.9 kg/m2; obese, 30-34.9 kg/m2; and severely obese, ≥ 35 kg/m2), and use of insulin, loop 

diuretics, and prednisone. Among those with COVID-19 infection, we used logistic regression to 

estimate the odds of hospitalization associated with RAAS inhibitor use with adjustment for a 

reduced set of covariates. To account for missing data on race/ethnicity (13%) and BMI (27%), 

we used multiple imputation by chained equations20 to generate 25 datasets with missing 

information imputed. Logistic regression models were estimated using these datasets and results 

were pooled following Rubin’s rules.21 

We conducted analyses examining the association between ACEI/ARB daily dose and 

risk of infection or hospitalization. The referent category was no use of ACEI/ARBs.  The 

standardized daily dose was grouped as < 1, 1 to <2, and ≥ 2 defined daily doses (DDDs) per 

day.  
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Secondary analyses for both infection and hospitalization risk evaluated associations for 

ACEI and ARB use separately and in subgroups by sex and age (< 65 or ≥ 65 years). For the 

latter, we included interaction terms between each factor and RAAS inhibitor use in the models 

and tested significance with a Wald test of the interaction term. In sensitivity analyses, we 

examined other antihypertensive medications as “control exposures” to evaluate whether 

associations were specific to RAAS inhibitors. Because many chronic health conditions are 

indications for both COVID-19 testing and RAAS inhibitor use, we repeated our primary 

analyses of COVID-19 infection limited to individuals who underwent testing and separately, to 

those with an indication for RAAS inhibitors (hypertension, diabetes, HF or prior MI). For risk 

of infection, we conducted additional sensitivity analyses restricted to individuals taking at least 

one antihypertensive medication, adjusted for the number of medications.  

Analyses were conducted using R version 3.5.3 (Vienna, Austria) including the mice 

package (version 3.8.0).  

Results 

Figure 1 shows the selection of the study sample.  There were 322,044 eligible 

individuals; their mean age was 51 years, 74% were non-Hispanic white and 46% were male. 

56,105 (17%) were current users of ACEIs or ARBs. Lisinopril accounted for 96% of ACEI fills 

and losartan 97% of ARB fills.  Individuals using ACEI/ARBs were older than nonusers, more 

likely to be obese, and more likely to have many chronic conditions, consistent with indications 

for RAAS inhibitor use (Table 1). Among ACEI/ARB users, 21% had a low daily dose (< 1 

DDD per day), 32% had a medium dose (1 to < 2 DDD/day) and 47% a high dose (≥ 2 DDD per 

day).  
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 Among 14,547 people tested for COVID-19 between 2/29/2020 and 6/14/2020, 597 

(4.1%) tested positive. An additional 123 individuals were hospitalized with a diagnosis of 

COVID-19, for a total of 720 COVID-19 infections. For a sample of 20 COVID-19 

hospitalizations without a positive test at KPWA, we reviewed medical records and confirmed 

positive PCR results at outside institutions for 17 (85%).  

Among individuals with RAAS inhibitor use, 183/56,105 developed COVID-19 infection 

(3.3 per 1000 individuals) compared with 537/265,939 among nonusers (2.0 per 1000). The 

unadjusted OR for COVID-19 infection in relation to RAAS inhibitor use was 1.62 (95% CI 

1.37-1.91). After adjustment for covariates, the OR was 0.94 (95% CI 0.75-1.16). Risk of 

infection was strongly associated with race/ethnicity and obesity (Table 2).  There was no 

association between the dose of ACEI/ARB and risk of infection (Figure 2); the adjusted OR for 

people taking a low dose (< 1 DDD per day) compared to nonusers was 0.89 (95% CI 0.62-1.26), 

for a medium dose (1 to < 2 DDD) it was 0.97 (95% CI 0.71-1.31), and for a high dose (≥ 2 

DDD), 0.94 (95% CI 0.72-1.23). 

Among individuals with COVID-19 infection, 211/720 (29.3%) were hospitalized, 

including 83/183 (45.4%) among RAAS inhibitor users and 128/537 (23.8%) among nonusers. 

The unadjusted OR for hospitalization comparing ACEI/ARB use to nonuse was 2.65 (95% CI 

1.86-3.77), and the fully adjusted OR was 0.92 (95% CI 0.57-1.49). No association was seen 

between ACEI/ARB dose and hospitalization (Figure 3); for people taking a high daily dose, the 

adjusted OR for hospitalization was 0.86 (95% CI 0.47-1.57) compared to nonuse.  

In sensitivity analyses, the adjusted OR for COVID-19 infection was similar for ACEI 

and ARB users and in subgroups by age and sex (Figure 2).  Risk estimates for ACEIs and ARBs 

were slightly higher than for thiazides, beta-blockers or calcium channel blockers (Figure 2). 
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Findings changed little after restricting to individuals with an indication for RAAS inhibitor 

therapy, those tested for COVID-19, or those treated with antihypertensive medications. In 

sensitivity analyses examining COVID-19 hospitalization (Figure 3), results were similar for 

ACEIs and ARBs and in subgroups by age. Results appeared modestly different by sex, with an 

adjusted OR for ACEI/ARB use that was lower in women than in men, but this difference was 

not statistically significant (p = 0.16).  

Conclusions 

 In this population-based cohort study set within a US healthcare system, there was no 

significant association between use of RAAS inhibitors and the risk of COVID-19 infection or 

hospitalization, including no association of these outcomes with ACEI/ARB daily dose. This is 

the first study to our knowledge that has examined the association of medication dose with 

COVID-19 outcomes.   

Most published studies have focused on the risk of complications among hospitalized 

patients.6-9 Our finding for infection risk is consistent with several other population-based 

studies,10-12 including a case-control study from Italy where the adjusted OR for infection in 

relation to ACEI/ARB use was 0.95 (95% CI 0.86-1.05)10 and a study from Denmark where the 

adjusted OR was 1.05 (95% CI 0.80-1.36).12 Examining this question in the US is important 

because of differences in the clinical context, COVID-19 testing practices and case fatality 

rates,13 and the distribution of race/ethnicity in the population.  

 A recent systematic review assessed the association between RAAS inhibitor use and 

COVID-19 infection and outcomes;22 they concluded that there is “moderate-certainty evidence” 

from 3 studies that ACEI/ARB use does not increase infection risk and stronger evidence that 

ACEI/ARB use does not increase the risk of severe outcomes. They noted limitations of prior 
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studies including that many were small or did not adjust for important confounders, and that for 

some of the smaller studies, it was unclear how prior RAAS inhibitor use was ascertained. The 3 

large population-based studies10-12 of this question (one of which was included in the systematic 

review10) were all set in Europe.  They have many strengths and offer important evidence, but 

gaps still remain. When identifying COVID-19 infections, one study focused solely on 

hospitalized cases11 and a second ascertained only patients diagnosed in hospitals or hospital-

based clinics.12 The cases identified thus represent more severe cases on the disease spectrum, 

and there remains a need for studies including cases with milder disease diagnosed in the 

ambulatory setting. The definition of exposure varied across studies, with potential for 

misclassification, and none of these studies included information about ACEI or ARB daily dose.  

This study provides additional evidence that RAAS inhibitors do not increase the risk of 

SARS-CoV-2 infection. Strengths include the ability to examine the risk of COVID-19 infection 

including both outpatient and hospitalized cases arising in a well-defined population with 

extensive EHR data and complete capture of clinical events. We were able to estimate people’s 

daily dose of ACEI/ARBs and to adjust for characteristics typically missing from large 

healthcare databases such as smoking, BMI and race/ethnicity, characteristics which seem to 

have strong associations with risk of COVID-19 infection or more severe disease.14-16 

Longitudinal data available for patients for years prior to the start of follow up improve the 

accuracy of ascertaining chronic illnesses and prior medication use. Limitations of observational 

studies such as this one include measurement error, selection bias, and residual confounding. 

Because KPWA testing practices followed state guidelines, we lack information about milder 

cases or those in low-risk populations. We could be missing hospitalizations for people who 

tested positive during follow-up and were hospitalized after the end of our follow-up period.  
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Perspectives:  

 In conclusion, these findings do not support an adverse effect of RAAS inhibitors on the 

risk of COVID-19 infection or hospitalization, including among individuals taking the highest 

doses of these medications.  Our results provide additional support for clinical guidelines 

recommending that patients currently taking these medications need not stop them.  

 

 

 

 

Sources of Funding: This work was supported by Kaiser Permanente Washington Health 

Research Institute internal funds. Dr. Floyd was supported by National Heart, Lung, and Blood 

Institute (NHLBI) grant R01HL142599. Dr. Harrington was supported by NHLBI grant 

K01HL139997. The sponsors did not play any role in the design of the study; the collection, 

analysis, and interpretation of the data; nor the decision to approve publication of the finished 

manuscript.  

 

 

Disclosures:  Dr. Dublin has received grant funding from Jazz Pharmaceuticals for unrelated 

work. She is a co-investigator on a grant that is pending from GSK on an unrelated topic. Dr. 

Shortreed has been a co-Investigator on Kaiser Permanente Washington Health Research 

Institute (KPWHRI) projects funded by Syneos Health, who is representing a consortium of 

pharmaceutical companies carrying out FDA-mandated studies regarding the safety of extended-

release opioids. Dr. Floyd has consulted for Shionogi Inc. Dr. Psaty serves on the Steering 

 . 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 July 7, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


13 

 

Committee of the Yale Open Data Access Committee funded by Johnson & Johnson. From 

September 2019 to December 2020, Dr. Green is serving as a co-Investigator on a contract 

awarded to the Kaiser Foundation Health Plan of Washington from Amgen to evaluate the 

accuracy of using electronic health record data to identify individuals with reduced ejection 

fraction heart failure. Other authors have nothing to disclose. 

 

Data Sharing: Upon request, the authors will freely share the study protocol and statistical code. 

Study data could be shared with approved individuals for specific research purposes through 

written agreements with the authors and with Kaiser Permanente Washington Health Research 

Institute.  

  

 . 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 July 7, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


14 

 

References 

1. Derington CG, King JB, Herrick JS, Shimbo D, Kronish IM, Saseen JJ, Muntner P, 

Moran AE, Bress AP. Trends in Antihypertensive Medication Monotherapy and 

Combination Use Among US Adults, National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey 

2005-2016. Hypertension. 2020;75(4):973-981. 

2. Vaduganathan M, Vardeny O, Michel T, et al. Renin-Angiotensin-Aldosterone System 

Inhibitors in Patients with Covid-19. N Engl J Med. 2020;382(17):1653-1659. 

3. Zhou P, Yang XL, Wang XG, Hu B, Zhang L, Zhang W, Si HR, Zhu Y, Li B, Huang CL, 

Chen HD, Chen J, Luo Y, Guo H, Jiang RD, Liu MQ, Chen Y, Shen XR, Wang X, Zheng 

XS, Zhao K, Chen QJ, Deng F, Liu LL, Yan B, Zhan FX, Wang YY, Xiao GF, Shi ZL. A 

pneumonia outbreak associated with a new coronavirus of probable bat origin. Nature. 

2020;579(7798):270-273. 

4. HFSA/ACC/AHA Statement Addresses Concerns Re: Using RAAS Antagonists in 

COVID-19 [press release]. ACC News Story, March 17, 2020. 

5. Kuba K, Imai Y, Rao S, Gao H, Guo F, Guan B, Huan Y, Yang P, Zhang Y, Deng W, 

Bao L, Zhang B, Liu G, Wang Z, Chappell M, Liu Y, Zheng D, Leibbrandt A, Wada T, 

Slutsky AS, Liu D, Qin C, Jiang C, Penninger JM. A crucial role of angiotensin 

converting enzyme 2 (ACE2) in SARS coronavirus-induced lung injury. Nature 

medicine. 2005;11(8):875-879. 

6. Yang G, Tan Z, Zhou L, Yang M, Peng L, Liu J, Cai J, Yang R, Han J, Huang Y, He S. 

Effects of Angiotensin II Receptor Blockers and ACE (Angiotensin-Converting Enzyme) 

Inhibitors on Virus Infection, Inflammatory Status, and Clinical Outcomes in Patients 

 . 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 July 7, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


15 

 

With COVID-19 and Hypertension: A Single-Center Retrospective Study. Hypertension. 

2020;76(1):51-58. 

7. Li J, Wang X, Chen J, et al. Association of Renin-Angiotensin System Inhibitors With 

Severity or Risk of Death in Patients With Hypertension Hospitalized for Coronavirus 

Disease 2019 (COVID-19) Infection in Wuhan, China. JAMA Cardiol. 2020 Apr 

23:e201624. 

8. Zhang P, Zhu L, Cai J, Lei F, Qin JJ, Xie J, Liu YM, Zhao YC, Huang X, Lin L, Xia M, 

Chen MM, Cheng X, Zhang X, Guo D, Peng Y, Ji YX, Chen J, She ZG, Wang Y, Xu Q, 

Tan R, Wang H, Lin J, Luo P, Fu S, Cai H, Ye P, Xiao B, Mao W, Liu L, Yan Y, Liu M, 

Chen M, Zhang XJ, Wang X, Touyz RM, Xia J, Zhang BH, Huang X, Yuan Y, Rohit L, 

Liu PP, Li H. Association of Inpatient Use of Angiotensin Converting Enzyme Inhibitors 

and Angiotensin II Receptor Blockers with Mortality Among Patients With Hypertension 

Hospitalized With COVID-19. Circ Res. 2020. 

9. Bean DM, Kraljevic Z, Searle T, Bendayan R, Pickles A, Folarin A, Roguski L, Noor K, 

Shek A, O'Gallagher K, Zakeri R, Shah AM, Teo JTH, Dobson RJB. Treatment with 

ACE-inhibitors is associated with less severe disease with SARS-Covid-19 infection in a 

multi-site UK acute Hospital Trust. . medRxiv. 2020. 

10. Mancia G, Rea F, Ludergnani M, Apolone G, Corrao G. Renin-Angiotensin-Aldosterone 

System Blockers and the Risk of Covid-19. N Engl J Med. 2020;382(25):2431-2440. 

11. de Abajo FJ, Rodriguez-Martin S, Lerma V, Mejia-Abril G, Aguilar M, Garcia-Luque A, 

Laredo L, Laosa O, Centeno-Soto GA, Angeles Galvez M, Puerro M, Gonzalez-Rojano 

E, Pedraza L, de Pablo I, Abad-Santos F, Rodriguez-Manas L, Gil M, Tobias A, 

Rodriguez-Miguel A, Rodriguez-Puyol D, and the Med-Ace-Covid study group. Use of 

 . 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 July 7, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


16 

 

renin-angiotensin-aldosterone system inhibitors and risk of COVID-19 requiring 

admission to hospital: a case-population study. Lancet. 2020;395(10238):1705-1714. 

12. Fosbol EL, Butt JH, Ostergaard L, Andersson C, Selmer C, Kragholm K, Schou M, 

Phelps M, Gislason GH, Gerds TA, Torp-Pedersen C, Kober L. Association of 

Angiotensin-Converting Enzyme Inhibitor or Angiotensin Receptor Blocker Use With 

COVID-19 Diagnosis and Mortality. Jama. 2020. 

13. Onder G, Rezza G, Brusaferro S. Case-Fatality Rate and Characteristics of Patients 

Dying in Relation to COVID-19 in Italy. JAMA. 2020. 

14. Garg S, Kim L, Whitaker M, O'Halloran A, Cummings C, Holstein R, Prill M, Chai SJ, 

Kirley PD, Alden NB, Kawasaki B, Yousey-Hindes K, Niccolai L, Anderson EJ, Openo 

KP, Weigel A, Monroe ML, Ryan P, Henderson J, Kim S, Como-Sabetti K, Lynfield R, 

Sosin D, Torres S, Muse A, Bennett NM, Billing L, Sutton M, West N, Schaffner W, 

Talbot HK, Aquino C, George A, Budd A, Brammer L, Langley G, Hall AJ, Fry A. 

Hospitalization Rates and Characteristics of Patients Hospitalized with Laboratory-

Confirmed Coronavirus Disease 2019 - COVID-NET, 14 States, March 1-30, 2020. 

MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2020;69(15):458-464. 

15. Palaiodimos L, Kokkinidis DG, Li W, Karamanis D, Ognibene J, Arora S, Southern WN, 

Mantzoros CS. Severe obesity is associated with higher in-hospital mortality in a cohort 

of patients with COVID-19 in the Bronx, New York. Metabolism. 2020:154262. 

16. Petrilli CM, Jones SA, Yang J, Rajagopalan H, O'Donnell L, Chernyak Y, Tobin KA, 

Cerfolio RJ, Francois F, Horwitz LI. Factors associated with hospital admission and 

critical illness among 5279 people with coronavirus disease 2019 in New York City: 

prospective cohort study. BMJ. 2020;369:m1966. 

 . 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 July 7, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


17 

 

17. World Health Organization Collaborating Centre for Drug Statistics Methodology. 

ATC/DDD Index 2020.  http://www.whocc.no/atc_ddd_index/. Accessed June 18,, 2020. 

18. Randhawa AK, Fisher LH, Greninger AL, Li SS, Andriesen J, Corey L, Jerome KR. 

Changes in SARS-CoV-2 Positivity Rate in Outpatients in Seattle and Washington State, 

March 1-April 16, 2020. JAMA. 2020. 

19. Quan H, Sundararajan V, Halfon P, Fong A, Burnand B, Luthi JC, Saunders LD, Beck 

CA, Feasby TE, Ghali WA. Coding algorithms for defining comorbidities in ICD-9-CM 

and ICD-10 administrative data. Med Care. 2005;43(11):1130-1139. 

20. van Buuren S. Multiple imputation of discrete and continuous data by fully conditional 

specification. Stat Methods Med Res. 2007;16(3):219-242. 

21. Rubin DB. Multiple imputation for nonresponse in surveys. Vol 81: John Wiley & Sons; 

2004. 

22. Mackey K, King VJ, Gurley S, Kiefer M, Liederbauer E, Vela K, Sonnen P, Kansagara 

D. Risks and Impact of Angiotensin-Converting Enzyme Inhibitors or Angiotensin-

Receptor Blockers on SARS-CoV-2 Infection in Adults. A Living Systematic Review. 

Ann Intern Med. 2020. 

 

  

 . 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 July 7, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20120386
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


18 

 

Novelty and Significance 

 

What is New? 

• In a general population, people using angiotensin converting enzyme inhibitors and 

angiotensin receptor blockers (widely used blood pressure medications) were not at 

higher risk of getting COVID-19. People on the highest doses were not at higher risk.  

• If they became infected, their risk of hospitalization was similar to that of people not on 

these medications, and this association did not differ by ACEI/ARB dose.  

 

What is Relevant?  

• People with hypertension commonly use these medication classes.  

• Because these medications may increase expression of ACE2, a protein through which 

COVID-19 enters cells, there was concern they might increase the risk of infection or 

severe outcomes.  If so, people on the highest doses might be at the greatest risk.   

 

Summary:  People taking angiotensin converting enzyme inhibitors and angiotensin receptor 

blockers, including those using high doses, can continue to take them without concern about 

higher risk of COVID 19 infection.    
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Figure Legends 

 

Figure 1. Selection of the study cohort.  

 

Figure 2. Odds of COVID-19 infection in relation to use of RAAS inhibitors. Estimates are 

adjusted for age, sex, race/ethnicity, diabetes, hypertension, HF, prior MI, asthma, COPD, 

current tobacco use, renal disease, malignancy, Charlson comorbidity score, BMI, and use of 

insulin, loop diuretics, and prednisone. Abbreviations:  ACEI, angiotensin converting enzyme 

inhibitor; aOR, adjusted odds ratio; ARB, angiotensin receptor blocker; CCB, calcium channel 

blocker; CI, confidence interval; HTN, hypertension; RAAS, renin-angiotensin-aldosterone 

system.  

 

Figure 3. Odds of COVID-19 hospitalization in relation to use of RAAS inhibitors, among 

individuals with COVID-19 infection. Estimates are adjusted for age, sex, race/ethnicity, 

diabetes, hypertension, HF, prior MI, asthma or COPD, and Charlson comorbidity score. 

Abbreviations:  ACEI, angiotensin converting enzyme inhibitor; aOR, adjusted odds ratio; ARB, 

angiotensin receptor blocker; CCB, calcium channel blocker; CI, confidence interval; RAAS, 

renin-angiotensin-aldosterone system. 
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Table 1. Characteristics of study population by ACEI/ARB use.  

 ACEI/ARB users* 

N=56,105 

ACEI/ARB non-users 

N=265,939 

Age, mean (SD), years 66.0 (12.2) 47.9 (17.7) 

Male, % 52.5 44.7 

Race/ethnicity, %†   

    Non-Hispanic White 78.3 73.2 

    Non-Hispanic Black 4.6 4.9 

    Non-Hispanic Asian 9.4 11.3 

    Non-Hispanic mixed race/other 3.3 4.2 

    Hispanic 4.5 6.4 

Any ACEI/ARB indication, % 83.4 12.5 

   Diabetes 33.5 3.8 

   Hypertension 71.5 9.9 

   Heart failure 6.4 1.1 

   Prior myocardial infarction 7.0 1.1 

Charlson comorbidity score, %   

    0 42.1 83.4 

    1 21.6 9.3 

    2+ 36.3 7.4 

Asthma, % 8.2 5.2 

COPD, % 6.0 1.9 
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Body mass index, %†,‡   

   Underweight 0.4 1.3 

   Normal weight 15.4 32.4 

   Overweight 31.9 33.2 

   Obese – Class 1 26.1 18.5 

   Obese – Class 2-3 26.3 14.6 

Insulin use, % 11.4 1.1 

Loop diuretic use, % 6.1 0.9 

Prednisone use, % 6.3 3.5 

Malignancy, % 5.9 2.6 

Current smoker, % 6.9 5.7 

Renal disease, % 12.2 2.3 

Abbreviations: ACEI, angiotensin converting enzyme inhibitor; ARB, angiotensin 

receptor blocker; COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; SD, standard 

deviation.  

*Current use was defined as having a dispensed medication with a supply sufficient 

to last until 2/29/2020 or later, assuming 80% adherence.  

†Percent of non-missing values. The number of people missing race/ethnicity was 

2,629 (4.7%) among ACEI/ARB users and 38,946 (14.6%) among non-users. BMI 

was missing for 3,548 ACEI/ARB users (6.3%) and 82,514 non-users (31.0%).  

‡BMI categories were defined as follows: < 18.5 kg/m2, underweight; 18.5-24.9 

kg/m2, normal weight; 25-29.9 kg/m2, overweight; 30-34.9 kg/m2, obese; and ≥ 35 

kg/m2, severely obese. 
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Table 2. Associations of ACEI/ARB use with risk of COVID-19 infection and 

hospitalization. 

 COVID-19 infection* COVID-19 

hospitalization 

 N=322,044 N=720 

 Adjusted OR (95% CI) Adjusted OR (95% CI) 

ACEI/ARB use 0.94 (0.75, 1.16) 0.92 (0.57, 1.49) 

Male 0.95 (0.82, 1.11) 0.79 (0.54, 1.16) 

Age in years   

  18 to 44 Ref.† Ref.† 

  45 to 64 1.23 (1.02, 1.48) 2.34 (1.31, 4.18) 

  65 and older 1.10 (0.87, 1.39) 7.12 (3.73, 13.58) 

Race/ethnicity‡   

  Non-Hispanic White Ref.† Ref.† 

  Non-Hispanic Black 3.87 (2.97, 5.05) 1.19 (0.63, 2.25) 

  Non-Hispanic Asian 2.16 (1.68, 2.79) 0.92 (0.52, 1.63) 

  Non-Hispanic mixed race/other 0.85 (0.51, 1.42) 0.52 (0.13, 2.07) 

  Hispanic 2.87 (2.13, 3.86) 1.01 (0.38, 2.74) 

ACEI/ARB indication    

   Diabetes§ 1.04 (0.78, 1.39) 1.53 (0.86, 2.72) 

   Hypertension 1.20 (0.97, 1.47) 1.27 (0.78, 2.06) 

   Heart failure§ 1.44 (0.96, 2.15) 1.49 (0.65, 3.42) 
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   Prior myocardial infarction§ 1.02 (0.68, 1.53) 2.22 (0.85, 5.79) 

Charlson comorbidity score   

   0 Ref.† Ref.† 

   1 1.69 (1.30, 2.20) 1.25 (0.68, 2.30) 

   2+ 1.84 (1.31, 2.59) 2.10 (1.10, 4.02) 

Asthma 0.68 (0.49, 0.94) 0.53 (0.24, 1.14) 

COPD 1.06 (0.72, 1.55) 1.31 (0.55, 3.11) 

Body mass index‡   

    Underweight 1.23 (0.58, 2.62) NA¶ 

    Normal weight Ref.† NA¶ 

    Overweight  1.51 (1.20, 1.90) NA¶ 

    Obese – Class 1 1.70 (1.32, 2.19) NA¶ 

    Obese – Class 2-3 1.74 (1.32, 2.28) NA¶ 

Insulin use 1.28 (0.91, 1.81) NA¶ 

Loop diuretic use 1.34 (0.89, 2.03) NA¶ 

Prednisone use 1.76 (1.33, 2.31) NA¶ 

Malignancy§ 0.76 (0.49, 1.17) NA¶ 

Current smoker 0.60 (0.41, 0.87) NA¶ 

Renal disease§ 1.09 (0.78, 1.52) NA¶ 

Abbreviations: ACEI, angiotensin converting enzyme inhibitor; ARB, angiotensin receptor 

blocker; BMI, body mass index; CI, confidence interval; COPD, chronic obstructive 

pulmonary disease; NA, not applicable; PCR, polymerase chain reaction.  
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*Defined as either a positive COVID-19 reverse-transcriptase PCR test or hospitalization with 

a COVID-19 diagnosis code.  

†Used as reference group in the logistic regression model. 

‡Multiple imputation was used to impute missing BMI and race/ethnicity; see Methods for 

details.  

§Coefficients for diabetes, heart failure, prior myocardial infarction, malignancy and renal 

disease should be interpreted with caution as these variables are also included in the Charlson 

comorbidity score.  

¶Due to the limited sample size of individuals who tested positive for COVID-19, we could not 

adjust for as many covariates in the analysis of COVID-19 hospitalization and a priori selected 

these covariates not to include in the model.  
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