SUPPLEMENTARY FILE 9: Pairwise direct effects forest plots across all isoniazid
resistance profiles when inconsistent study excluded

Pairwise direct effects forest plots for the three regimen pairs where such comparisons were possible
and where the inconsistent study made that comparison. Regimen RIF ED<3 D<6m the baseline for
plots a-b) and regimen RIF ED<3 D=6m for plot ¢). Regimen a) RIF ED<3 D=6m, b) RIF ED<3 Pr6
D=6m, c) RIF ED<3 Pr6 D=6m the comparator. In analysis c) study STS/BMRC had no events in
either arm. Vertical solid line- null hypothesis. Vertical dotted line summary estimate. AWG/BMRC-
Algerian Working Group/British Medical Research Council Cooperative Study, Cl- confidence interval,
EABMRC- East African British Medical Research Council Study, ECA/BMRC- East and Central
African/British Medical Research Council, HKCS/BMRC- Hong Kong Chest Service/British Medical
Research Council, OR- odds ratio, STS/BMRC- Singapore Tuberculosis Service/British Medical
Research Council

a) RIF ED<3 D<6m versus RIF ED<3 D=6m

OR (95% CI)
AWG/BMRC £ 0.12 (0.01, 2.30)
Nunn — 0.09 (0.01, 0.76)
Tam 0.39 (0.02, 9.13)
ECA/BMRC —s 0.30 (0.06, 1.61)
STS/BMRC 1.53 (0.05, 49.80)
EABMRC ——--— 1.17 (0.31, 4.46)
Overall (I-squared = 14.2%, p = 0.323) O 0.36 (0.17, 0.76)
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b) RIF ED<3 D<6m versus RIF ED<3 Pr6é D=6m

OR (95% CI)
STS/BMRC : Y 1,53 (0.5, 49.80)
HKCS/BMRC —= 1.04 (0.38,2.79)
EABMRC 0.43 (0.07, 2.50)

Overall (l-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.657) <> 0.85 (0.37, 1.95)
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c) RIF ED<3 D=6m versus RIF ED<3 Pré D=6m

Zierski

OR (95% CI)

EABMRC

STS/BMRC

Overall (I-squared =0.0%, p =0.786)

0.57 (0.04, 8.05)

0.37 (0.06, 2.25)

(Excluded)

0.42(0.09, 1.83)
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