Cut-off value 0Odds Ratio No. of
Subgroup

(ng/mL) [M-H, Random, 95% CI] Smudies
Study location :
Asian location <0.5 vs 0.3 i —_— 7.72[2.55, 23.33] 5
<1.0vs=10 | —— 9.01 [4.98. 16.32] 6
<20vs =20 —. 2.58[1.02,6.49] 5
non-Azian location <0.5 ve 0.5 i+ 1.71[1.12, 2.60] 3
<1.0vs=10 —— 1.74 [0.69, 437] g
<20vs =20 e 1.77 [0.49, 6.40] 4
Study dezign '
prospective <0.5 vs 20.3 —_— 1.13[0.33,3.94] 1
<1.0vs =10 ' —— 10.29 [4.73, 22.38] 3
<20vs 220 1 - 0
retrospective <05 vs 203 : —— 4.32[1.59,12.90] 7
<1.0vs =10 — 2.42[1.03,5.70] 11
<2.0vs =20 —-— 2.07[0.96, 4.46] 9
Diagnosis of fungal infection i
proven+probable 100% <M 3vs =03 | - 458 [0.59, 35.30] 3
<1.0vs =10 : - 244033, 18.22] 4
<2.0vs =20 S S — 3.30[0.63, 17.43] 4
proven+probable <100% <0.5 vs 20.5 | —-— 190[1.24, 2.92] 5
<1.0vs =10 | —— 3.80 149 9.67] 10
<2.0vs =20 —— 145 [0.66, 3.16] 5
Fungal orgamisms :
Aspergillus 100% <05 vs =0.5 N — 128 [0.45, 3.63] 2
<1.0vs =10 - 1.33[0.17, 10.50] 3
<20vs =20 — 0.79[0.28, 2.24] 2
Aspergiilus <100% <05 vs 20,5 | —— 5.53[1.58,1827] 6
<1.0vs =10 i —_—— 4.34[1.78, 10.57] 1
<2.0vs=20 | —— 3.40[1.20, 9.68] 7
Concomitant antifungals :
yes <05 ve =05 —- 1.66 [0.59, 4.70] 3
(combination therapy) =10vs =10 —_— 1.99 [0.49, 7.99] 7
<20vs =20 L - 5.62 [0.50, 63.68] 4
1o <0.5 vs =0.3 . 484127, 18.42] 5
(monotherapy) =<10vs =10 : —_—— 5.24 [1.87. 14.70] 7
<20vs =20 - 1.55[0.78, 3.09] 5
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Figure S1. Summary of subgroup analyses for treatment success. Data are presented as forest plots of the odds

ratios (ORs) for treatment success according to prespecified baseline subgroups. ORs and 95% confidence

intervals (CIs) were calculated using the Mantel-Haenszel (M-H) method according to the random-effects

(random) model.



Cut-off value 0Odds Ratio No. of
Subgroup

(ug/mL) [M-H, Random, 95% CI] Studies

Study location b
Asian location <3.0vs=3.0 b —a— 5.66 [3.21,9.99] 6
<4.0vs =40 ! — 739[3.81, 14.36] 8
“5.0vs25.0 ! — 5.54 [3.07.9.99] 8
<6.0 vs =6.0 | —e— 454[234,881] 7
non-Asian location <3.0vs=3.0 : - 0
<4.0vs =40 i - 0
<50vs=50 ] - 0
<6.0vs =60 —:—l— 2.14[0.72, 6.42] 1

Study design !
prospective <3.0vs=3.0 h - 0
<4.0vs =40 \ - ]
<5 0vs=5.0 : _— 13.57 [3.73. 49.40] 1
<6.0vs =6.0 - 2.40 [0.50, 6.40] 2
retrospective <3.0vs=3.0 : - 5.66 [3.21, 9.99] 6
<40vs=40 | — 7.39 [3.81, 14.36] 8
<5.0vs =5.0 == 435 [2.48, 7.63] 7
<6.0vs =6.0 i — - 469 [2.31,9.55] 6
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Figure S2. Summary of subgroup analyses for hepatotoxicity. Data are presented as forest plots of the odds
ratios (ORs) for treatment success according to prespecified baseline subgroups. ORs and 95% confidence
intervals (Cls) were calculated using the Mantel-Haenszel (M-H) method according to the random-effects

(random) model.

Subgroup Cut-off value Odds Ralio_ No. l.]f
(ng/mL) [M-H, Random, 95% CI] Studies
Study location !
Asian location <3.0vs=3.0 —-— 2.72[1.43,5.19] 4
<4 0vs=4.0 i — 5.41[2.87,1021] 4
<5.0vs=5.0 — 3.01 [0.92, 5.83] 4
<6.0vs 26.0 | —a— 3.67[1.87, 7.18] 5
non-Asian location <3.0vs=3.0 — 2.00[0.30, 13.51] 1
<4.0vs =40 : - 11.33 [1.40, 92.06] 1
“5.0vs =50 E — = 4000[8.20,195.08] 1
<6.0vs =6.0 ! - 0
Study design !
prospective <3.0vs=3.0 { - 0
<4 0vs =40 ! - ]
<50vs=50 , - 0
<6.0 vs 6.0 e 1.18 [0.04, 33.27] 1
retrospective <3.0vs=3.0 —— 2.64 [1.43, 4.86] 5
<4.0vs =40 \ — 5.76 [3.14, 10.57] 5
<5.0vs=5.0 | ———— 5.02 [1.30, 19.34] 5
<6.0 vs =6.0 N 3.83 [1.92, 7.66] 4
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Figure S3. Summary of subgroup analyses for neurotoxicity. Data are presented as forest plots of the odds

ratios (ORs) for treatment success according to prespecified baseline subgroups. ORs and 95% confidence

intervals (Cls) were calculated using the Mantel-Haenszel (M-H) method according to the random-effects

(random) model.



