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Abstract 

Background Three phase II clinical trials generated the evidence for recommending bedaquiline for 

the treatment of rifampicin-resistant tuberculosis (RR-TB). These trials were not powered to assess 

the effect of bedaquiline on mortality. Observational studies reported lower mortality in patients 

treated with bedaquiline-containing regimens but did not fully account for differences between 

patients who did and did not receive bedaquiline in the real world.  

Methods Using data from two studies on 622 patients, of whom 195 initiated a bedaquiline-

containing regimen, we applied rigorous causal inference by emulating a trial that would randomize 

patients diagnosed with RR-TB by the Xpert MTB/RIF assay to a bedaquiline-containing regimen or 

a non-bedaquiline-containing regimen. We used multiple imputation to address missing data, inverse 

probability of treatment weighting (IPTW) to emulate randomized assignment and estimated the 

odds of one-year mortality using a marginal structural logistic model. 

Results By using IPTW, we achieved conditional exchangeability for observed differences in age, 

gender, HIV status, Mycobacterium tuberculosis resistance pattern, and history of tuberculosis 

treatment between patients who did or did not initiate a bedaquiline-containing regimen. By 

emulating the design of a randomized trial, we found that had all patients been treated with a 

bedaquiline-containing regimen, there would have been a 67% reduction in the odds of one-year 

mortality compared to when none of the patients initiated a bedaquiline-containing regimen (OR: 

0·33, 95%CI: 0·19-0·59) 

Conclusion By emulating a randomized trial using real-world data, our results demonstrate that the 

initiation of a bedaquiline-containing regimen causes a 67% reduction in the odds of one-year 

mortality.   

Abstract word count: 248/250 

Keywords  

Bedaquiline, Bedaquiline-containing regimen, Target trial, Inverse probability of treatment 

weighting, Mortality.  

Key message 

We assessed the causal effect of initiating a bedaquiline-containing regimen compared to a non-

bedaquiline-containing regimen on one-year mortality. We found that a bedaquiline-containing 

regimen causes a 67% reduction in the odds of one-year mortality, underscoring the need for 

expanded access to such effective regimens. 
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1. Introduction 

The World Health Organisation (WHO) reported that 410 000 people developed rifampicin-resistant 

tuberculosis (RR-TB) in 2022, of which less than half (175 650) started RR-TB treatment. Despite 

important progress made in the diagnosis and treatment of RR-TB, the global treatment success rate 

among those who start treatment was only 63% and an estimated 160 000 died from the disease (1). 

RR-TB thus remains a critical public health challenge that requires global attention and action. 

Approval of bedaquiline in 2012 by the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) paved the way for 

shorter, all-oral regimen for RR-TB (2). However, the two pivotal trials (3, 4) that led to the approval 

of bedaquiline observed a higher mortality rate in the patients randomized to bedaquiline. A meta-

analysis combining the results of the two phase II trials found that patients in the bedaquiline arms 

had a four times higher risk of mortality compared to the placebo group (5). After the FDA approval, 

the WHO issued a conditional recommendation on the use of bedaquiline where it would be offered 

through compassionate access programmes under operational research conditions. In December 

2012, South Africa was the first country to implement the Bedaquiline Clinical Access Programme 

(BCAP). The outcome of the Grading Recommendations, Assessment, Development and Evaluation 

(GRADE) process on the global use of bedaquiline in 2016 upheld the prevailing conditional WHO 

recommendations (6). In 2019, the WHO listed bedaquiline as a group A drug and made a strong 

recommendation that bedaquiline should be included in longer (18-month) RR-TB regimens for 

adults and a conditional recommendation that a shorter (9-12 months) bedaquiline-containing 

regimen may be used instead of longer regimens in selected patients (7). In a 2022 update, the WHO 

conditionally recommended the use of a 6-month treatment regimen composed of bedaquiline, 

pretomanid, linezolid and moxifloxacin (BPaLM) for RR-TB rather than the 9-month or 18-month 

regimen (8). Since 2019, several countries have increasingly adopted the use of bedaquiline because 

of its proven efficacy.  

An observational study assessing the effect of bedaquiline on mortality reported a reduction in the 

hazard of mortality when used for treatment of patients with RR-TB, multi-drug resistant TB (MDR-

TB) and extensively drug-resistant tuberculosis (XDR-TB) (9). The study population in the study 

was strictly those under the BCAP, thus not generalizable. Another study done after the national 

rollout of bedaquiline in South Africa also observed a reduced risk of mortality (10). While this study 

aimed to overcome substantial differences between patients treated with bedaquiline and those 

treated with injectables, the use of propensity score matching results in the exclusion of eligible 

participants who are not exactly matched as is sensitive to residual confounding depending on the 

caliper distance chosen. The trial Standard Treatment Regimen of Anti-tuberculosis Drugs for 

Patients With MDR-TB II (STREAM 2), which was the first phase III to evaluate the efficacy and 

safety of bedaquiline observed a higher mortality rate among the patients randomized to the 9-month 

oral regimen containing bedaquiline compared to those randomized to the 9-month control regimen 

without bedaquiline (11). A meta-analysis of randomised and non-randomized studies found 

inconsistent results with randomized studies showing an increased risk of mortality whereas non-

randomized studies showed a reduced risk of mortality (12). The question of whether bedaquiline 

increases or reduces is therefore still uncertain. Answering this question would require a well-

designed, randomized phase III clinical trial powered to detect a significant difference in mortality, 

but this is no longer ethically possible.  

The target trial emulation approach has been proposed as a methodology to answer causal questions 

using observational data when a clinical trial cannot be performed (13). The approach allows for 
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clear articulation of causal questions which alleviates (some of) the biases typically overlooked in 

standard analyses of observational studies. In line with the recent guidance on how causal inferences 

can be made from observational data (14), we applied the target trial emulation approach to assess 

the causal effect of initiating a bedaquiline-containing regimen compared to a non-bedaquiline-

containing regimen on one-year mortality in patients diagnosed with RR-TB.  

2. Methods 

2.1 Specification of the target trial 

The hypothetical target trial would enrol adult patients (≥ 18 years) diagnosed with RR-TB by the 

Xpert MTB/RIF (Xpert) assay and initiated on RR-TB treatment. Eligible patients would be 

randomly assigned to a bedaquiline-containing RR-TB regimen or a non-bedaquiline-containing RR-

TB  regimen on the day of treatment initiation. The outcome of interest would be death in the first 

year after randomization. Each patient would be followed up from the time of randomization until 

death or one year of follow-up, whichever occurs first. The causal contrast of interest is the intention-

to-treat effect, that is, comparing the probability of mortality had all patients initiated a bedaquiline-

containing regimen with the probability of mortality had none of the patients initiated a bedaquiline-

containing regimen, as they were randomized.   

2.2 Data sources and emulation of the target trial 

2.2.1 Description of the data sources 

We used data from two studies: ‘Evaluating the impact of Xpert on Tuberculosis-RIFampicin 

Resistance’ (EXIT-RIF) and ‘Sequencing Mycobacteria and Algorithm-determined resistant 

tuberculosis treatment trial’ (SMARTT) trial to emulate the target trial. EXIT-RIF was a prospective 

observational cohort study that evaluated the phased implementation of the Xpert assay in South 

Africa. This study recruited patients from January 2012 to December 2013. All patients were 

diagnosed and treated in the public sector by routine staff (15). None of the patients received a 

bedaquiline-containing regimen. The EXIT-RIF study population diagnosed by the Xpert assay can 

be viewed as the control arm of the target trial. The phase IV pragmatic SMARTT trial recruited 

patients from September 2021 to February 2023 to evaluate whole-genome sequencing (WGS)-

guided treatment recommendation. Being pragmatic, the patients were also treated under 

programmatic conditions in the public sector by routine staff. The trial recruited patients from 

September 2021 to February 2023 (16). All patients received a bedaquiline-containing regimen and 

can therefore be viewed as the treatment arm of the target trial. Both studies collected extensive and 

accurate data on the treatments patients received, covariates and the outcome of one-year all-cause 

mortality.  

2.2.2 Emulation of the target trial 

The eligibility criteria for the emulated trial were the same as that of the target trial (Table 1). In the 

emulation, patients were assigned to the treatment strategy that was consistent with their data at 

baseline. Patients in the SMARTT study were started on a short (9-month) regimen consisting of 

bedaquiline, clofazimine, delamanid, levofloxacin, pyrazinamide and terizidone or a long (18-24 

months) regimen bedaquiline-containing regimen. Regimens were individualised based on the results 

of standard-of-care drug susceptibility tests or WGS results. Even after individualization, all patients 

continued to receive a bedaquiline-containing regimen. According to the guidelines at the time, 

patients in the EXIT-RIF study started on a short (9-month) regimen consisting of amikacin, 
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moxifloxacin, ethionamide, terizidone, pyrazinamide and isoniazid or a long regimen (18-24 month) 

regimen. Regimens were individualized based on DST results. None of these patients received 

bedaquiline even after individualization. 

For both arms, the follow-up in the emulation trial starts on the day of starting treatment, which is 

time zero. Random assignment was emulated by inverse probability of treatment weighting (IPTW) 

using baseline patient characteristics identified by a directed acyclic graph (DAG) of the causal 

question (17, 18). The outcome of the emulation trial was identical to that of the target trial. To 

evaluate the causal effect, we estimated the observational analogue of the intention-to-treat effect 

using the pseudo-population created using IPTW using a marginal structural logistic model. 

Table 1: Specification of the target trial of comparative effectiveness of bedaquiline on one-year mortality and how it will be emulated using 

data from EXIT-RIF and SMARTT. 

Protocol element  Target trial protocol Emulation using data from EXIT-RIF  and SMARTT 

studies 

Eligibility criteria Adult patients (≥ 18 years) with rifampicin-resistant 

tuberculosis (RR-TB) diagnosed by the Xpert-MTB/RIF 

assay and initiated on treatment for drug-resistant 

tuberculosis will be eligible for enrolment in the trial.  

Same as the target trial. 

Treatment strategies  1. Initiate RR-TB treatment with a bedaquiline-

containing regimen.  

2. Initiate RR-TB treatment with a non-bedaquiline-

containing regimen (either amikacin or 

capreomycin).  

Same as the target trial. 

Treatment 

assignment  

The patients will be randomly assigned to either treatment 

strategy at the start of treatment and will be aware of the 

strategy they have been assigned to.  

Patients will be assigned at baseline to the treatment strategy 

with which their data are consistent with. To emulate 

randomization, inverse probability of treatment weighting 

was used to adjust for the following baseline confounders 

identified by a DAG: age, sex, weight, HIV status, history of 

TB treatment, haemoglobin, Mtb resistance pattern,  smear 

status, baseline time to positivity and diabetes mellitus.  

Follow-up period Starts at randomization (start of treatment) and ends at the 

occurrence of death or 1 year of follow-up, whichever 

occurs first.  

Starts on the day of starting treatment and ends at the 

occurrence of death or 1 year of follow-up, whichever 

occurs first.  

Outcome Death in the first year after the start of treatment. Same.  

Causal estimand  Intention-to-treat effect: the average treatment effect of 

initiating a bedaquiline-based regimen compared to a non-

bedaquiline-based regimen. 

Observational analogue of the intention-to-treat effect.  

Analysis plan  Intention-to-treat analysis: comparing the probabilities of 

mortality under each assigned strategy through ratios.  

The same intention-to-treat effect with the exception that the 

re-weighted population is used to estimate the marginal 

effect using a marginal structural logistic model.  

Definition of abbreviations: RR-TB = Rifampicin Resistant Tuberculosis; EXIT-RIF = Evaluating the impact of Xpert on Tuberculosis-RIFampicin 

Resistance; SMARTT = Sequencing Mycobacteria and Algorithm-determined resistant tuberculosis treatment trial; DAG = Directed Acyclic Graph; 

HIV = Human Immunodeficiency Virus; Mtb = Mycobacterium tuberculosis.  

We followed the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) 

guidelines to report this study (19) and The Treatment And Reporting of Missing data in 

Observational Studies (TARMOS) framework to report missing data (20).  

2.3 Statistical analysis 

To create the pseudo-population in which baseline covariates are independent of the treatment 

strategy a patient received, we estimated the IPTWs by regressing baseline characteristics against the 

treatment strategy a patient initiated using logistic regression. Based on a DAG of the causal question 
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(Figure 1), we included age, sex, haemoglobin as an indicator of anaemia, weight, diabetes mellitus, 

history of TB treatment, Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV) status, smear status and baseline 

time to culture positivity as indicators of baseline mycobacterial load, and Mycobacterium 

tuberculosis (Mtb) resistance pattern in the model. We used stabilized weights to reduce the 

variability that can result from extreme weights (17).  

 

Figure 1: Directed Acyclic Graph used to guide the selection of variables included in the estimation of the inverse probability of treatment 

weights. Definition of abbreviations: HIV = Human Immunodeficiency Virus, TB = Tuberculosis. The green circle with an arrow inside represents the 

exposure (treatment) in this analysis. The blue circle with a line inside represents the outcome. Red circles are parents of the exposure and outcome and 

thus confound the exposure outcome-relationship. Blue circles are the parents of the outcome. Green circles are the parents of the exposure. 

Age, haemoglobin, weight, and baseline time to culture positivity were modelled as continuous 

variables in the model, whereas sex, diabetes mellitus, and smear status were included as binary 

variables. HIV status was modelled as a categorical variable with four levels; HIV negative, 

controlled HIV (HIV positive, on antiretroviral therapy (ART) and viral load <= 1000 copies/mL or 

CD4 >= 350 cells/mm3), uncontrolled HIV (HIV positive, on ART and viral load >1000 copies/mL 

or CD4 < 350 cells/mm3) and HIV-positive not-on ART. For the Mtb resistance pattern, we balanced 

the groups on resistance to isoniazid and fluoroquinolones as DST on other drugs is not often 

assessed in the routine management of RR-TB.  

Missing data ranged from 3·85% to 24·5%. We theorized the missing data mechanism to be missing 

at random (MAR), with missingness depending on observed outcomes and/or the covariates (21). We 

employed multiple imputation using multivariate imputation by chained equations to deal with the 

missing data. All variables to be included in the IPTW estimation were included in the multiple 

imputation model, as well as auxiliary variables such as province, prior adherence, baseline culture 

result, risk factors for RR-TB, HIV status (positive or negative), viral load, CD4 count, and ART 

status. Multiple imputation was performed separately for patients initiated on a bedaquiline-

containing regimen and those initiated on a non-bedaquiline-containing regimen, to ensure that the 

imputed data accurately reflect the distribution of the true data within each treatment strategy (22). 

Based on the maximum number of missingness (24·5%) we did 25 imputations (23). We created the 

IPTW in the imputed datasets using the ‘within’ method in the MatchThem package in R (24) by 

creating IPTWs and estimating the treatment effect in each imputed dataset and pooling the treatment 

effect estimated from each imputed dataset to obtain the overall effect. This method has been shown 

to be unbiased under the MAR mechanism and accurately considers the variability in each imputed 
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dataset (25). Using the pseudo-populations from the imputed datasets, we then estimated the causal 

effect using a marginal structural logistic model. We used robust standard errors to calculate the 95% 

confidence interval for the effect estimate to account for the homogeneity introduced by weighting. 

All analyses were run in R 4.4.0.  

2.4 Causal identification conditions   

Causal inference from observational data requires investigators to assess that four key assumptions 

hold: temporality, consistency, exchangeability and positivity. When using IPTW, an additional 

assumption, no misspecification of the propensity score model (18), should also hold. Temporality 

requires that the exposure (treatment) must precede the outcome in all participants with events only 

counted after the exposure (26). Consistency requires that among those treated, their outcome would 

not have been any different if they had been randomized to that treatment in the target trial. 

Similarly, among those untreated, their outcome would not have been any different if they had been 

assigned to not being treated in the target trial (26). For this assumption to hold, the treatment 

strategies must be concisely defined and identified in the data. Exchangeability requires that those 

treated have the same average pre-treatment risk of the outcome as those who were not treated, such 

that in a randomized trial, assignment to either treatment strategy can be swapped without any impact 

on the effect estimate (26). Observational studies aim to achieve conditional exchangeability of 

prognostically important patient characteristics. When using IPTWs, this assumption is valid when 

the standardized differences between covariates used to estimate the IPTW do not exceed 10%. A 

standardized difference of more than 10% is indicative of a significant imbalance between treated 

and untreated groups (27). This assumption can be assessed quantitatively by the standardized 

differences and visualized on Love plots (28). The assumption of conditional exchangeability can 

also be assessed by examining the distribution of covariates, which should be equal in those treated 

and those untreated. Positivity, when using IPTWs, requires that there is a positive (non-zero) 

probability of receiving each treatment for every stratum defined by exposure and covariates that 

occur among individuals in the population (26). This can be assessed qualitatively by tabulating the 

distribution of covariates in each treatment group. This assumption is also tied with the assumption 

of no misspecification of the propensity score model, whereby if the mean of the stabilized weights 

deviates from one or the presence of extreme values potentially indicates non-positivity or 

misspecification of the propensity score model (18).  

2.5 Sensitivity analysis 

Because mortality in RR-TB often occurs during the first few months of treatment (29) we 

performed a sensitivity analysis to explore whether a bedaquiline-containing regimen has a beneficial 

effect on early mortality by exploring its effect on mortality at six months.  

3. Results 

3.1 Participant selection and overview of the study population 

In the EXIT-RIF study, 75 of the 502 patients diagnosed with RR-TB by the Xpert assay were not 

eligible for inclusion in the emulation trial because they never started RR-TB treatment. Five of the 

200 patients in the SMARTT pragmatic trial were not diagnosed by the Xpert assay (Figure 2).  
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The 622 patients included in the analysis (195 treated with a bedaquiline-containing regimen and 427 

treated with a non-bedaquiline-containing regimen) had a mean age of 39 years, were predominantly 

male, (57%), HIV positive (73%) and 37% had a history of TB treatment (Table 2). At diagnosis, 

most were smear microscopy negative (60%) and the mean time to culture positivity was 12.2 days. 

Resistance to isoniazid was diagnosed in 36% and resistance to fluoroquinolones in 6.1%. DST for 

isoniazid was not done in 35% and 59% of the patients did not have results for fluoroquinolone DST.  

Those initiated on a bedaquiline-containing regimen were more likely to be older, male or have 

diabetes mellitus.  

3.2 Diagnostics of the multiple imputation 

Those with complete data differed from those with missing data in terms of smear status, isoniazid 

resistance and fluoroquinolones resistance (Supplementary Table 1). Visualization of the 

missingness pattern showed groups that differed from each other in missingness, but the missingness 

was random within the groups defined by missingness (Supplementary Figure 1). This observation 

and an understanding of the causal structure of missingness indicated the plausibility of the MAR 

assumption. All imputed values were plausible as they were similar to the observed values on 

examination using strip plots.  

3.3 Assessment of assumptions for causal inference  

By emulating the target trial, we ensured that only eligible patients; those diagnosed by Xpert assay 

and started on RR-TB treatment, were included in the analysis. Only deaths occurring after the start 

of treatment (T0) were counted as events thus ensuring temporality.  

Consistency requires that the causal contrasts of initiation of a bedaquiline-containing regimen 

compared to initiation of a non-bedaquiline-containing regimen be identified in the data. A review of 

the data on individual drug administration (start and stop dates) confirmed that all patients from the 

SMARTT trial initiated a bedaquiline-containing regimen and similarly, all patients from the EXIT-

RIF study initiated a non-bedaquiline-containing regimen. Furthermore, all the patients from the 

SMARTT trial continued to receive bedaquiline after their individualization and none of the EXIT-

RIF patients received bedaquiline after their individualization.  

75 excluded from the emulation. 

- 39 never started on 

treatment. 

- 36 treated with first line 

regimen (isoniazid, 

rifampicin, ethambutol and 

pyrazinamide) 

200 patients from the 

SMARTT trial were 

assessed for eligibility  

502 patients in the EXIT-RIF 

study were assessed for 

eligibility   

622 patients included in the 

analysis (195 from the SMARTT 

pragmatic trial and 427 from the 

EXIT-RIF study). 

5 excluded from the 

emulation. 

- Not diagnosed by 

Xpert 

Figure 2: Assessment of eligibility of patients for inclusion in the emulation. Definition of abbreviations:  

SMARTT = Sequencing Mycobacteria and Algorithm-determined resistant tuberculosis treatment trial, 

EXIT-RIF = Evaluating the impact of Xpert on Tuberculosis-RIFampicin Resistance 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 23, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.23.24312479doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.23.24312479
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


9 
 

To assess conditional exchangeability, we examined the absolute standardized differences for all the 

variables that were included in the IPTW model before and after weighting, for all the 25 imputations 

and their distribution (Figure 3, Supplementary Table 2, Supplementary Figures 3 to 7). The 

maximum standardized difference for weight and baseline TTP between the patients initiated on a 

bedaquiline-containing regimen and those initiated on a non-bedaquiline-containing regimen was 

11%, which is not a substantial exceedance of the 10% threshold. The distribution of the categorical 

variables included in the IPTW model was also similar on examination using bar plots. The 

assumption of conditional exchangeability for variables included in the IPTW model was therefore 

considered valid.  

Table 2: Characteristics of the 622 patients included in the emulation of the comparative effectiveness of bedaquiline-containing regimen 

compared to non-bedaquiline-containing regimen on one-year mortality. 

Definition of abbreviations: RR-TB = Rifampicin-Resistant Tuberculosis, BDQ= Bedaquiline-containing regimen, Non-BDQ = Non-Bedaquiline-

containing regimen, SD = standard deviation, kgs = kilograms, g/dL = grams per decilitre, HIV= Human Immunodeficiency Virus,  ART = 

Antiretroviral Therapy, TB = Tuberculosis 

When evaluating the assumptions of positivity and no propensity score model misspecification, we 

found that the mean of the stabilized weights was 1·007. The distribution of the propensity scores 

showed good overlap (Supplementary Figure 8) and the weights ranged from 0·329 to 14·278 with 

a standard deviation of 1·03. These results support non-violation of these two assumptions.  

 RR-TB Regimen Initiated  

Variable Overall, N = 622 BDQ, N = 195 Non-BDQ, N = 427 % Missing 

Age (mean(SD)) 39.45 (12.23) 41.98 (12.99) 38.29 (11.70)  

Sex       

Female 266 (43%) 58 (30%) 208 (49%)  

Male 356 (57%) 137 (70%) 219 (51%)  

Weight (kgs) (mean(SD)) 53.45 (12.53) 51.77 (11.59) 54.38 (12.94)  

(Missing) 78  78 12.54% 

Haemoglobin (g/dL) 10.87 (2.60) 11.36 (2.40) 10.61 (2.66)  

(Missing) 104 13 91 16.72% 

HIV status     

HIV negative 163 (27%) 71 (40%) 92 (22%)  

Controlled HIV 79 (13%) 49 (28%) 30 (7.1%)  

Uncontrolled HIV 114 (19%) 24 (14%) 90 (21%)  

HIV positive, not on ART 242 (40%) 33 (19%) 209 (50%)  

(Missing) 24 18 6 3.85% 

Diabetes Mellitus (% Yes) 30 (4.8%) 14 (7.2%) 16 (3.7%)  

Smear status     

Negative 349 (60%) 133 (74%) 216 (54%)  

Positive 230 (40%) 47 (26%) 183 (46%)  

(Missing) 43 15 28 6.91% 

History of TB treatment     

No history 359 (59%) 109 (56%) 250 (61%)  

Previous First Line 228 (38%) 80 (41%) 148 (36%)  

Previous Second Line 19 (3.1%) 5 (2.6%) 14 (3.4%)  

(Missing) 16 1 15 2.57% 

Isoniazid resistance     

Sensitive 184 (30%) 82 (42%) 102 (24%)  

Resistant 223 (36%) 61 (31%)  162 (38%)  

Not done 215 (35%) 52 (27%) 163(38%)  

Fluroquinolone resistance     

Sensitive 218 (35%) 105 (54%) 113 (26%)  

Resistant 38 (6.1%) 17 (8.7%) 21 (4.9%)  

Not done 366 (59%) 73 (37%) 293 (69%)  

Time to culture positivity (days)  12.22 (9.49) 13.19 (6.91) 11.79 (10.43)  

(Missing) 153 49 104 24.59% 

Province of treatment     

Free State 310 (50%) 195 (100%) 115 (25%)  

Gauteng 129 (21%)  129 (30%)  

Western Cape 183 (29%)  183 (43%)  
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Figure 3: Standardized differences in the covariates. 3A (right): Standardized differences for all the 25 imputations before 

weighting. 3B: (left) Standardized differences for all the 25 imputations after weighting. Definition of abbreviations: TTP = time to 

culture positivity. HIV = Human Immunodeficiency Virus, ART= Antiretroviral Therapy, INH = Isoniazid, FQ = Fluoroquinolones. Legend: 

3A shows the standardized differences between the treatment groups before weighting, and 3B shows the standardized differences between 

the treatment groups after weighting which are all less than 10%, showing that the covariates are balanced in the two treatment groups.  

3.4 Effect estimation. 

In the original data, one-year mortality was observed in 21% of the patients initiated on a 

bedaquiline-containing regimen and 34% in the patients initiated on a non-bedaquiline-

containing regimen. A logistic regression model estimated 53% lower odds of one-year 

mortality (OR 0·47, 95% CI: 0·06-0·88) (Table 3).  

Applying the target trial emulation methodology, a marginal structural logistic model in the 

re-weighted population, estimated 67% lower odds of one-year mortality had all patients 

initiated a bedaquiline-containing regimen compared to the counterfactual where all the 

patients initiated a non-bedaquiline-containing regimen (causal OR 0·33, 95% CI: 0·19-0·59) 

(Table 3).  

3.5 Sensitivity analysis  

The sensitivity analysis found that most of the reduction in mortality caused by a bedaquiline-

containing regimen was already achieved in the first six months after initiation of treatment, 

with a 64% reduction in the odds of mortality among patients who received a bedaquiline-

containing regimen compared to a non-bedaquiline-containing regimen (causal OR: 0·36, 

95%CI: 0·20-0·63) (Table 3). 

Table 3: Effect estimates of initiating a bedaquiline-containing regimen compared to initiating a non-bedaquiline-containing 

regimen. Effects reported as Odds Ratios and their associated 95% confidence intervals 

Unadjusted effect 

(One-year mortality) 

Marginal effect 

(One-year mortality) 

Marginal effect on six-month mortality  

 

0·47 (0·06 to 0·88) 0·33 (0·19 to 0·59) 0·36 (0·20 to 0·63) 

4. Discussion 

By emulating a target trial and estimating the average treatment effect, similar to what would 

be estimated in a randomized clinical trial, our results negate findings of increased mortality 

in patients treated with bedaquiline reported in phase II (3, 4) and phase III (11) trials and 

support results of observational studies reporting a reduction in mortality among patients 

receiving bedaquiline as part of their treatment regimen (12). Our findings are also similar to 
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those reported by an individual patient data meta-analysis that reported a sixty-percent 

reduction in the odds of mortality among patients treated with bedaquiline, although the data 

might have included patients from when bedaquiline was offered under compassionate care 

(30). The effect estimate in our hypothetical trial is larger than that of a similar South African 

study which found that patients treated with a bedaquiline-containing regimen had an eight 

per cent lower risk of mortality in the first two years compared to those treated with an 

injectable-containing regimen (10). We also observed that most of the reduction in mortality 

occurred during the first six months following initiation of a bedaquiline-containing regimen. 

This is in contrast to findings from another study in South Africa which did not find a 

significant effect on six-month mortality (31),  which could be because they estimated a 

conditional effect.  

The key strength of our study is that we applied causal inference methods to high-quality 

observational data to answer a question of public health interest that can no longer be 

addressed in a randomized clinical trial. Furthermore, we report our methodology and results 

according to the recent guidance on how to draw causal inferences from observational data 

(14) (Supplementary Table 3). Our methodological approach and the use of the target trial 

aided the articulation of our question, making the analytical approach transparent and clear. 

Secondly, the use of IPTW allowed us to use the entire study population in the analysis thus 

allowing direct interpretability of the findings to the original population. Additionally, we 

used data where patients were treated under programmatic conditions, adding external 

validity.  

Some limitations of our study include that IPTW relies on the assumption of no unmeasured 

confounding, which is untestable. We relied on a DAG to determine the prognostically 

important characteristics that needed to be balanced in the IPTW. However, unaccounted 

confounding due to misspecification of the DAG cannot be ruled out. The SMARTT trial was 

performed in the Free State province of South Africa while EXIT-RIF was performed in the 

Free State, Eastern Cape and Gauteng provinces. Prior studies adjusted for the province of 

treatment because bedaquiline was rolled out at different times. In the DAG, province is an 

instrumental variable, affecting the treatment selection process, and thus neither a 

confounding variable nor a predictor of mortality. Being an instrumental variable, we did not 

include the province in the IPTW, as this has been shown to increase bias and variance (32). 

We also encountered some missing data, which was mitigated by multiple imputation. 

However, the uncertainty of the missingness could have potentially affected the precision of 

our estimates. Lastly, our data comes from a high HIV endemic setting thus the findings may 

not be generalizable to other settings where HIV co-infection is not high.  

In conclusion, our results suggest that initiation of a bedaquiline-containing regimen causes a 

67% reduction in the odds of one-year mortality. Taken together with the results of other 

studies, the body of evidence shows that bedaquiline-containing regimens are more effective 

and reduce mortality compared to other RR-TB regimens that do not contain bedaquiline. 

Although countries are increasingly adopting bedaquiline with 92 countries using the shorter 

9-month oral regimens and 40 countries reporting to start to use the new 6-month 

BPaLM/BPaL, by the end of 2022 (1), more access is needed. Future research should 

investigate whether bedaquiline with the newer backgrounds affords further reduction in 

mortality. 
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