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Supplementary Figures: Funnel plots, and the Egger’s test result, which shows a publication bias, and the sensi-

tivity analysis of included papers during this meta-analysis to estimate the weighted pooled prevalence of any anti-TB 

drug resistance, any-INH and RIF resistance, INH and RIF-monoresistance, and MDR rate among TB patients in Ethio-

pia. 

 

Figure S1A. Funnel plot for publication bias, PREV (prevalence) of any anti-TB resistance repre-

sented in the x-axis and SE (standard error) of the prevalence of any anti-TB drug resistance in the 

y-axis. 

 

Figure S1B. The results of Begg's and Egger's tests for publication bias in estimating the weighted 

pooled prevalence of any anti-TB drug resistance. 
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Figure S1C. The trim and fill analysis result for publication bias, in estimating the weighted pooled 

prevalence of any anti-TB drug resistance. 

 

Figure S1D. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity, in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of any anti-TB drug resistance. 
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Figure S1E. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimating 

the weighted pooled prevalence of any anti-TB drug resistance. 

 
Figure S2A. Funnel plot for publication bias, PREV (prevalence) of any INH resistance represented 

in the x-axis and SE (standard error) of the prevalence of any INH resistance in the y-axis. 
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Figure S2B. The results of Begg's and Egger's tests for publication bias, in estimating the weighted 

pooled prevalence of any INH resistance. 

 

Figure S2C. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of any INH resistance. 
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Figure S2D. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of any INH resistance. 

 

Figure S3A. Funnel plot for publication bias, PREV (prevalence) of any RIF resistance represented 

in the x-axis and SE (standard error) of the prevalence of any RIF resistance in the y-axis. 
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Figure S3B. The results of Begg's and Egger's tests for publication bias, in estimating the weighted 

pooled prevalence of any RIF resistance. 

 

Figure S3C. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of any RIF resistance. 
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Figure S3D. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of any RIF resistance. 

 

Figure S4A. Funnel plot for publication bias, PREV (prevalence) of INH-mono-resistance repre-

sented in the x-axis and SE (standard error) of the prevalence of INH-monoresistance in the y-axis. 
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Figure S4B. The results of Begg's and Egger's tests for publication bias, in estimating the weighted 

pooled prevalence of INH-mono-resistance. 

 

Figure S4C. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of INH mono-resistance. 



Trop. Med. Infect. Dis. 2022, 7, 300 9 of 17 
 

 

 

Figure S4D. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of INH mono-resistance. 

 

Figure S5A. Funnel plot for publication bias, PREV (prevalence) of RIF-mono-resistance repre-

sented in the x-axis and SE (standard error) of the prevalence of any RIF-mono-resistance in the y-

axis. 
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Figure S5B. The results of Begg's and Egger's tests for publication bias, in estimating the weighted 

pooled prevalence of RIF-mono-resistance. 

 

Figure S5C. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of RIF mono-resistance. 
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Figure S5D. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of RIF mono-resistance. 

 

Figure S6A. Funnel plot for publication bias, PREV (prevalence) of MDR-TB among new cases rep-

resented in the x-axis, and SE (standard error) of the prevalence of MDR-TB among new cases in the 

y-axis. 
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Figure S6B. The results of Begg's and Egger's tests for publication bias, in estimating the weighted 

pooled prevalence of MDR-TB among new cases. 

 

Figure S6C. The trim and fill analysis result for publication bias, in estimating the weighted pooled 

prevalence of MDR-TB among new cases. 
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Figure S6D. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of MDR-TB among new cases. 

 

Figure S6E. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimating 

the weighted pooled prevalence of MDR-TB among new cases. 
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Figure S7A. Funnel plot for publication bias, PREV(prevalence) of MDR-TB among retreated cases 

represented in the x-axis, and SE (standard error) of the prevalence of MDR-TB among retreated 

cases in the y-axis. 

 

Figure S7B. The results of Begg's and Egger's tests for publication bias, in estimating the weighted 

pooled prevalence of MDR-TB among retreated cases. 
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Figure S7C.  Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of MDR-TB among retreated cases. 

 

Figure S7D. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of MDR-TB among retreated cases. 
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Figure S8A. Funnel plot for publication bias, PREV (prevalence) of MDR-TB among overall TB cases 

represented in the x-axis, and SE (standard error) of the prevalence of MDR-TB among overall TB 

cases in the y-axis. 

 

Figure S8B. The results of Begg's and Egger's tests for publication bias, in estimating the weighted 

pooled prevalence of MDR-TB among overall TB cases. 



Trop. Med. Infect. Dis. 2022, 7, 300 17 of 17 
 

 

 

Figure S8C. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of MDR-TB among overall TB cases. 

 

Figure S8D. Results of a sensitivity analysis assessing the between-study heterogeneity in estimat-

ing the weighted pooled prevalence of MDR-TB among overall TB cases. 


