
UCSF
UC San Francisco Previously Published Works

Title
Paxlovid Awareness, Reporting Bias

Permalink
https://escholarship.org/uc/item/79s8d41r

Journal
Health Affairs, 43(12)

ISSN
0278-2715 1544-5208

Authors
Widera, Eric
Lee, Todd C
Prasad, Vinay

Publication Date
2024-12-01

DOI
10.1377/hlthaff.2024.01294
 
Peer reviewed

eScholarship.org Powered by the California Digital Library
University of California

https://escholarship.org/uc/item/79s8d41r
https://escholarship.org
http://www.cdlib.org/


Letters
There is a limit of 300 words (inclusive of body text and any endnotes) for letters to
the editor. Health Affairs reserves the right to edit all letters for clarity, length, and
tone. To submit a letter, go to https://www.healthaffairs.org/submit. For additional
information about letters, contact editorial@healthaffairs.org.

doi: 10.1377/hlthaff.2024.01294

Paxlovid Awareness,
Reporting Bias
Gillian K. SteelFisher and colleagues
(October 2024) recently published a
survey that found that 39 percent of
respondents did not think that Paxlovid
was somewhat or very effective for most
adults in preventing serious illness or
hospitalization associated with COVID-
19. The authors label this view as “erro-
neous,” but it aligns with the results of
the only trial that is generalizable to
most adults, the Evaluation of Protease
Inhibition for COVID-19 in Standard-
Risk Patients (EPIC-SR) trial.1 This trial,
which included unvaccinated low-risk
and vaccinated higher-risk patients,
found no reduction in hospitalizations
or alleviation of COVID-19-related signs
or symptoms in patients who received
Paxlovid versus placebo.
The lack of reference to EPIC-SR by

SteelFisher and colleagues might be
viewed as an oversight, but such omis-
sions are common in both the lay press
and academic journals. This reflects a
known systemic selective publication
and delayed reporting bias seen in
industry-sponsored studies.2 Studies
with negative outcomes are less likely
to be published and take longer to ap-
pear on ClinicalTrials.gov or in peer-

reviewed journals than studies with pos-
itive results.2 This is certainly true of
Paxlovid. EPIC-HR, a positive study
performed in high-risk unvaccinated
adults, was published within five
months of completion. Compare this
with EPIC-SR, which was first reported
in a company press release in Decem-
ber 2021, posted on ClinicalTrials.gov
in August 2023, and finally published
in April 2024.3
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