

















Figure 2 A: Meta-analysis for Ivermectin use and Overall M ortality
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Figure 2B: Overall Mortality-Sensitivity analysis (excluded S oto Becerra et al)
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Figure 34A: Subgroup analysis by Study Designs- Clinical trials
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Figure 3B: Subgroup analysis by Study Designs- RCTs
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Figure 3C: Subgroup analysis by Study Designs- Observational
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Figure 4A: Meta-analysis for Ivermectin use and need for ICU admission
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Figure 4B: Sensitivity-analysis (excluded (alan et al)
Iwvermectin No lvermectin Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Khan et al 1 115 11 133 203% 010 [0.01, D.77]
Pott-dinior et al 1 7 1 4 107% 012 [0.01, 2.36] *
Camprubi et al 5 13 9 13 28.9% 0.28 [0.05, 1.41] &=
Kirti et al 5 a5 B 57 401% 0.85[0.24, 2.96] —
Galan et al e a3 25 114 0.0% 1.42 [0.68, 2.99]
Total (95% CI) 210 207 100.0% 0.32 [0.11, 0.92] ~coagiaee—
Total events 12 27
Heterogeneity: Tau‘:_ 031, ChF=4.09, df=3{(F=0.25); F=27T% T o 10 100
Testfor overall effect 2= 212 (F=10.03) Favours [experimental] Favours [confrol]
Figure 4C: Meta-analysis for Iverm ectin use and need for Mechanical Ventilation
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Figure 4D: Sensitivity-analysis (excluded Galan et al)
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Figure SA: Meta-analysis for Ivermectin nse and Adverse effects
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Figure 5B: Sensitivity-analysis (excluded Mahmud et al)
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