Figure S3.1 4g (IV) + 10 g IM loading + 5g 4 hrly maintenance
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Figure S3.2 39 (IV) loading + 10g (IM) maintenance
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Figure S3.3 10 g loading + 5 g (4hrly) maintenance
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Figure S3.4 10g loading dose only
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Figure S3.5 12g (2g IV, 10g IM) loading dose only
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Figure S3.6 4g IV and 4g IM loading dose only
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Figure S3. Risk of bias assessment for intramuscular regimens



