Supplementary Figure 1. Individual direct meta-analysis of SBP risk
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B. Direct meta-analysis (risk difference) (Norfloxacin vs. Placebo)
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D. Direct meta-analysis (risk difference) (Rifaximin vs. Norfloxacin)
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Supplementary Figure 2. Network meta-analysis excluding studies with Jadad score <2
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Supplementary Figure 3. Network meta-analysis of SBP risk for primary prophylaxis
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Supplementary Figure 4. Network meta-analysis of SBP risk for secondary prophylaxis
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Supplementary Figure 5. Network meta-analysis of SBP risk among studies published after 2010
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Supplementary Figure 6. Individual direct meta-analysis of death/transplant risk
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D. Direct meta-analysis (risk difference) (Rifaximin vs. Norfloxacin)

Study Relative Effect (95% CI)
Assem etal. —i— -0.04 (-0.14, 0.06)
Elfert et al. -0.11 (-0.20,-0.01)

Mostafa et al.

Combined

0 1
Risk Difference
Favours RFX Favours NFX

Heterogeneity=0.81 (F= 0.0%)

NIA

-0.08 (-0.15,-0.01)

E. Direct meta-analysis (risk difference) (Trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole vs. Norfloxacin)

Study Relative Effect (95% CI)
Alvarez et al. h 0.02(-0.20,0.24)
Lontos et al. . -0.10(-0.32,0.12)
Combined -0.04 (-0.19,0.11)

-0.4

0 0.3
Risk Difference
Favours NFX Favours TMPSMX

Heterogeneity= 0.58 (F=0.0%)

F. Direct meta-analysis (risk difference) (Ciprofloxacin vs. Norfloxacin)

Study Relative Effect (95% CI)
Yim etal. .‘ -0.02(-0.17,0.14)
Combined — -0.02(-017,0.14)

0 0.2
Risk Difference
Favours NFX Favours CPFX

Heterogeneity= 0.00 (IF= N/A)



