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Figure 1. Forest plot of the efficacy of very low dose Primaquine in studies with a control arm
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Figure 2. Forest plot of the efficacy of low dose Primaquine in studies with a control arm
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Figure 3. Forest plot of the efficacyof high dose Primaquine in studies with a control arm

Figure 1, 2, and 3: * Indian subcontinent, ^ USA (Korea), ^^ USA (Chesson), # Thailand, ## Indonesia, + Ethiopia.
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Figure 4. Forest plot of the effectiveness of directly observed treatment in Primaquine therapy.
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Cqg+Pq Cq only Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Adak 2001 (365d) * 59 220 90 224 22.8% 0.55[0.37, 0.81] =
Baird 1995ii (28d) ## 3 19 15 22 9.6% 0.09 [0.02, 0.40]
Di Lorenzo 1953 (90d) ~ 1 31 23 46  6.3% 0.03 [0.00, 0.27] -
Dixon 1985 (28d) # 0 40 0 11 Not estimable
Gogtay 1999b (180d) * 16 62 7 60 15.2% 2.63[1.00, 6.96] "
Rowland 1999i (300d) * 128 250 129 250 23.3% 0.98 [0.69, 1.40] w*
Yadav 2002 (365d) * 49 759 62 723 22.9% 0.74 [0.50, 1.09] -
Total (95% ClI) 1381 1336 100.0% 0.60 [0.33, 1.09] <&
Total events 256 326

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.37; Chi? = 27.67, df =5 (P < 0.0001); I> = 82%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.67 (P = 0.09)

0001 01 1 10 1000
Favours Cq+Pq Favours Cq




image2.tiff
Cq+Pq Cq only Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Alving 1953 (120d) » 0 348 137 355 6.0% 0.00[0.00,0.04] &—
Alving 1960 (120d) A 16 60 71 74 10.9% 0.02 [0.00, 0.06]
Gogtay 1999a (180d) * 0 63 7 60 5.7% 0.06 [0.00, 1.01] - = |
Leslie 2004 (270d) * 74 383 86 212 13.7% 0.35[0.24, 0.51] -
Looareesuwan 1999 (28d) # 2 441 2 445 8.4% 1.01[0.14, 7.20] - T
Luxemburger 1999(63d) # 3 43 38 69 10.9% 0.06 [0.02, 0.22] -
Pukrittayakamee1994(28d)# 0 25 0 30 Not estimable
Pukrittayakamee2000(28d)# 0 22 0 21 Not estimable
Rajgor 2003 (180d) * 6 103 13 101 11.9% 0.42[0.15, 1.15] 7
Rowland 1999ii (300d) * 32 100 49 100 13.2% 0.49[0.28, 0.87] -
Walsh 2004 (56d) # 3 12 8 10 8.2% 0.08 [0.01, 0.63] -
Yeshiwondim 2010 (157d) + 4 132 9 108 11.2% 0.34 [0.10, 1.15] |
Total (95% Cl) 1732 1585 100.0% 0.14 [0.06, 0.35] <o
Total events 140 420
ity: 2 = . 2= = < - 12 = 869 } } t d
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image3.tiff
Cqg+Pq Cq only Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Baird 1995i (28d) ## 4 26 20 23  48.4% 0.03 [0.01, 0.14] —i—
Leslie 2008 (330d) * 1 54 22 68 51.6% 0.04 [0.01, 0.30] —i—
Total (95% CI) 80 91 100.0% 0.03 [0.01, 0.13] <@
Total events 5 42

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.09, df =1 (P = 0.77); I? = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.86 (P < 0.00001)
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Directly observed Pq  Self administered Pq Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.1.1 Pakistan
Leslie 2004 (270d) * 40 210 34 173 100.0% 0.96 [0.58, 1.60]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 210 173 100.0% 0.96 [0.58, 1.60]
Total events 40 34
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.15 (P = 0.88)
1.1.2 Thailand
Maneeboonyang 2011 (90d)# 0 43 5 33 355% 0.06 [0.00, 1.12] - &
Takeuchi 2010 (90d) # 3 90 12 97 64.5% 0.24 [0.07, 0.90] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 133 130 100.0% 0.18 [0.06, 0.57] -2
Total events 3 17
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 0.76, df = 1 (P = 0.38); I?= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.90 (P = 0.004)
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Test for subaroup differences: Chi2 =6.73.df=1 (P = 0.009). I2=85.1%
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