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Abstract 

 

Objective 

 

To evaluate the impact of isoniazid on incident tuberculosis in household contacts of MDR tuberculosis 

cases. 

 

Design 

 

Systematic review and individual-participant meta-analysis. 

 

Data sources 

 

MEDLINE, Web of Science, BIOSIS, and Embase without language restrictions for case-contact cohort 

studies of tuberculosis contacts. 

 

Eligibility criteria and data analysis 

 

Household contact tracing studies that investigated the development of tuberculosis in persons closely 

exposed to individuals with tuberculosis and followed for incident disease. Both retrospective and prospective 

cohort studies were included. Participants were included if they were exposed to someone with multidrug-

resistant tuberculosis and were given either 6 months of isoniazid TPT or no TPT. Two reviewers 

independently assessed quality using a modified quality assessment of tool. We derived adjusted hazard ratios 

(aHRs) for incident tuberculosis using mixed-effects, multivariable Cox regression models with study-level 

random effects. The effectiveness of isoniazid TPT against incident tuberculosis was estimated through 

propensity score matching. We stratified our results by contact age, HIV, and Mycobacterium tuberculosis 

infection status. 

 

Main outcome measures 

 

Our primary outcome was incident tuberculosis in contacts exposed to tuberculosis (defined as a diagnosis 

>90 days after baseline). We derived adjusted hazard ratios (aHRs) for incident tuberculosis using mixed-

effects, multivariable Cox regression models with study-level random effects. 

 

Results 

 

We included participant-level data from 4,945 contacts exposed to multidrug-resistant tuberculosis from eight 

countries. The effectiveness of 6 months of isoniazid TPT against tuberculosis in contacts of multidrug-

resistant tuberculosis was 70% (aHR, 0.30; 95% CI, 0.16–0.56) and did not appreciably change with 

adjustment for additional potential confounders. Effectiveness was higher among contacts <18 years of age 

(aHR, 0.39; 95% CI, 0.18–0.87) compared to adult contacts (aHR, 0.44; 95% CI, 0.14–1.41). Effectiveness 

was 93% (aHR, 0.07; 95% CI, 0.02–0.52) in the first year of follow-up; effectiveness dropped to 80% (aHR, 

0.20; 95% CI, 0.05–0.89) in the second year and was non-significant after two years (26% effectiveness; aHR, 

0.74; 95% CI, 0.34–1.59).  

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 23, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.21.24317060doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.21.24317060
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

Conclusions 

 

Among almost 5,000 contacts of multidrug-resistant tuberculosis cases, isoniazid IPT was 70% effective 

against incident tuberculosis. Protection waned after 2 years of follow-up. These results have important 

implications for the clinical management of individuals exposed to multidrug-resistant tuberculosis and future 

clinical trials. 
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Introduction 

 

Following exposure to an individual with infectious tuberculosis, some contacts will develop Mycobacterium 

tuberculosis (Mtb) infection.1,2 Mtb infection is defined as having immunological sensitization to Mtb as 

measured by an interferon gamma release assay (IGRA) or tuberculin skin test (TST).3 Following infection, 

some individuals will progress to tuberculosis, characterized by symptoms and signs consistent with 

tuberculosis, frequently accompanied by radiological features and microbiological confirmation of the 

presence of Mtb. For over fifty years, drug treatment has been provided to individuals either with confirmed 

or suspected Mtb infection to prevent progression to disease, known as tuberculosis preventive treatment 

(TPT).5,6 There is a substantial evidence base for the efficacy and safety of isoniazid, rifamycins or a 

combination of isoniazid and a rifamycin to prevent disease progression in those exposed to drug-susceptible 

tuberculosis.6,7 The World Health Organization and most national tuberculosis guidelines advocate for the 

provision of TPT to contacts of tuberculosis who are judged to be at high risk of disease progression.8 This 

includes young children (<5 years), individuals living with HIV and those felt to be recently infected, where 

the risk of disease progression is highest. However, management of individuals exposed to drug-resistant 

tuberculosis is unclear.  

 

Multidrug-resistant (MDR) tuberculosis is defined as disease caused by Mtb resistant to at least isoniazid and 

rifampicin and each year an estimated 500,000 individuals develop MDR tuberculosis, with several million of 

their close contacts subsequently exposed to, and infected with, MDR-Mtb.9,10As MDR tuberculosis is, by 

definition, resistant to the two main drug classes used for drug-susceptible TPT, it is unclear what drug should 

be given to prevent tuberculosis progression in exposed persons. International guidance is mixed with the 

World Health Organization currently suggesting that MDR-TPT can be considered in high-risk MDR 

tuberculosis contacts following an individual patient risk assessment.8,11 Two clinical trials have recently been 

completed that have evaluated whether daily levofloxacin given for six months prevents disease progression 

in household contacts of MDR tuberculosis. V-QUIN recruited mainly IGRA-positive adults exposed in their 

household to MDR tuberculosis while TB-CHAMP took place in South Africa and recruited mainly child 

contacts <5 years, irrespective of IGRA status.12-15 Both trials demonstrated a substantial effect size of the 

intervention, yet neither trial reached a threshold of precision that met statistical significance.14,15 Planned 

meta-analysis of the two trials demonstrated significant efficacy of levofloxacin. Despite these promising 

results, there are challenges to the use of this drug for this indication. 

 

Unlike isoniazid and the rifamycins, levofloxacin is a broad-spectrum antibiotic that has efficacy against a 

wide range of Gram-positive and Gram-negative bacteria, and long-term use has the potential to substantially 

disrupt the gut and respiratory microbiome with unknown implications. In addition, there is potential to drive 

resistance to the fluoroquinolone class of antibiotics in non-tuberculosis bacteria which could make treatment 

of serious, life-threatening infections more challenging. Levofloxacin is not currently available in many low 

resource settings and, in tuberculosis programmes, is generally reserved for the treatment of MDR 

tuberculosis. For all of these reasons, it would be important to explore alternative drug options in preventing 

tuberculosis in MDR tuberculosis contacts. 

 

Recent empirical research has suggested that isoniazid may lead to a risk reduction of incident tuberculosis 

among close tuberculosis contacts.16 To evaluate the impact of isoniazid on incident tuberculosis in household 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 23, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.21.24317060doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.21.24317060
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


contacts of MDR tuberculosis cases, we carried out an analysis within a large individual participant dataset of 

individuals with close exposure to persons with multidrug-resistant tuberculosis. 
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Methods 

 

 

Search strategy and selection criteria  

 

In this project, we used the same data collection and data collation methods as previously published 

systematic reviews and individual participant meta-analyses from this consortium investigating the 

development of tuberculosis among persons closely exposed to tuberculosis.17-19 Briefly, this systematic review 

and individual participant data meta-analysis follows Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and 

Meta-Analyses guidelines for individual patient data meta-analyses. We searched MEDLINE, Web of Science, 

BIOSIS, and Embase without language restrictions for case-contact cohort studies of tuberculosis contacts 

published between Jan 1, 1998, and April 7, 2018. The 20-year timeframe was chosen on the basis of the 

expected availability of individual participant data. To prioritize an incident tuberculosis outcome, we 

restricted our search to cohort studies only. Both case-control studies and outbreak reports were excluded. 

Search terms included “Mycobacterium tuberculosis”, “TB”, “tuberculosis”, and “contact” and can be found in 

full in the appendix. Partnered with our systematic review, we also reviewed other systematic reviews and 

review articles of tuberculosis contact investigations. We inspected their reference lists for eligible articles. We 

included data that were unpublished (found through discussions with authors and data experts, with data 

located in data storage repositories, conference abstracts, and dissertations) if eligible. 

 

Two independent reviewers assessed the quality of each study using a modified rubric of the Newcastle-

Ottawa scale (Appendix). Each study was judged on the basis of a 9-point scale using three broad criteria: 

selection of participants (4 points), comparability of studies (2 points), and ascertainment of outcome of 

interest (3 points). High study quality was defined as a score of 6 or greater, moderate quality as 3 to 6 points, 

and low quality as below 3 points. Discrepancies were resolved by re-evaluating the study for consensus. This 

study follows PRISMA-IPD guidelines for individual-participant data reporting. The study protocol is 

registered with PROSPERO (CRD42018087022). 

 

Study definitions  

 

Participants were characterized as being exposed to tuberculosis if they were reported to be a close contact 

(either living in the same household or having substantial interaction outside the household) of a person with 

microbiologically or radiologically diagnosed pulmonary tuberculosis. Investigators from each study defined 

exposure and index case diagnoses; we used the study definitions assigned to each cohort. We used each 

study’s classification of tuberculosis. Prevalent tuberculosis was defined as any diagnosis of tuberculosis at the 

initial visit or within 90 days of baseline evaluation. Incident tuberculosis was defined as a new tuberculosis 

case diagnosed more than 90 days after the initial evaluation. We restricted to only contacts of MDR 

tuberculosis and only included TPT regimens using isoniazid for six months. Tuberculosis infection was 

defined by a positive QuantiFERON-TB Gold In-Tube test (IFNγ nil value ≥0.35 IU/mL), T-SPOT.TB test 

(nil spots minus antigen spots ≥8), or tuberculin skin test (≥10 mm induration). Countries were classified into 

income levels by use of World Bank 2020 definitions (high-income, upper-middle-income, lower-middle-

income, and low-income countries). MDR tuberculosis was defined as resistant to, at a minimum, rifampin 

and isoniazid, the two most potent tuberculosis-related drugs.  
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Data analysis 

 

Individual participant data for a prespecified list of variables, including the characteristics of the exposed 

contact, the index case, and the environment, were requested from authors of all eligible studies. We pooled 

individual participant-level data from all included cohorts. The primary aim of our analysis was to estimate the 

overall and adjusted effectiveness of six months of isoniazid TPT in preventing incident tuberculosis in MDR 

tuberculosis contacts. Therefore, our primary outcome was incident tuberculosis diagnosed more than 90 days 

from baseline. All participants developing tuberculosis before this time point (including at baseline) were 

excluded. We calculated follow-up time from the first baseline visit to development of tuberculosis, loss to 

follow-up, death, or study completion 

 

For the primary analyses, we derived adjusted hazard ratios (aHRs) using mixed-effects, binary, multivariable 

Cox regression and parametric survival-time models incorporating study-level random effects into each 

model. We assumed a conditional Bernoulli distribution of the response given the random effects. We 

conducted a propensity score analysis when evaluating the protective effect of TPT. In this analysis matching 

was based on individual-level covariates of contact age, contact sex, contact previous tuberculosis, and 

whether data were collected prospectively or retrospectively. We then matched contacts who began isoniazid 

TPT with individuals who did not receive any TPT, using a nearest neighbor matching algorithm. In this 

matched cohort, we estimated covariate-adjusted risk of incident tuberculosis between groups when 

examining the protective effectiveness of isoniazid TPT. We conducted secondary multivariable regression 

analyses into key subgroups to assess whether effectiveness was modified by risk profile. We further stratified 

our analysis by contact age, M tuberculosis infection status, contact prior tuberculosis, World Health 

Organization region, and background tuberculosis incidence levels.  

 

To assess the durability of the treatment effect, follow-up time was split into three time groups (<12 months, 

12–23 months, and 24 months and after). We specified the effects of isoniazid by follow-up time and derived 

adjusted hazard ratios (aHRs) for each time interval.  
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Results 

 

Systematic Review 

 

In total, 14,927 original study reports from our database searches were identified (Figure 1). We screened 

9,753 through an exclusionary keyword algorithm. We tested the exclusionary words approach for accuracy by 

implementing it on a random list of 100 titles that were also manually screened for eligibility to our study. Our 

exclusionary algorithm eliminated all articles that were excluded by manual screening with 100% specificity. 

We reviewed 512 full text articles published on or after January 1, 1998. 80 study groups were contacted for 

individual participant data and study groups from 48 studies agreed to share their data, which were collated 

into a single database of 461,285 individuals exposed to tuberculosis. 36 studies were excluded because they 

were without data on the drug resistance status of the index case, had no index cases with drug resistance, or 

did not provide information on TPT to contacts of drug-resistant tuberculosis. In total, nine cohort studies 

from our larger meta-analysis were included in this meta-analysis.  

 

Five (56%) of the nine cohorts used a prospective cohort study design. Three (33%) cohorts were in countries 

with a background burden of >100 incident cases per 100 thousand people. Seven (78%) of the nine cohorts 

performed IGRA or TST on contacts. Overall, study quality was considered for eight of nine studies (one 

study was a conference abstract and was not reviewable); all of these studies were considered at either a 

moderate (Ncohort=3; 38%) or high (Ncohort=5; 62%) study quality (Appendix).  

 

In total, 4,945 participants were followed for incident tuberculosis for 12,316 person-years (Table 1). The 

median age of contact participants was 29 years (IQR, 14–47). Half of participants were 30 years and older 

(N=2,431; 50%). Among 4,341 contacts tested for HIV, 68 (5%) were positive. One-third of participants 

were evaluated with a test for M. tuberculosis infection (N=1,618; 33%). Most participants (Nparticipants=3,186; 

65%) were in settings with a background tuberculosis incidence >100 cases per 100 thousand persons. 

Among all participants 722 (15%) were given isoniazid TPT while 4,224 were not given TPT.  

 

Over 12,316 person-years of follow-up, 151 persons developed tuberculosis (1.2 cases per 100 person-years).  

Among tuberculosis cases, 138 were not given TPT and 13 were given isoniazid TPT. Of these, 70/151 [46%] 

were diagnosed in the first year of follow-up. 35 cases developed tuberculosis in the second year while 46 

cases developed disease subsequently after year 2 (Figure 2).  

 

Among the 151 progressors, 67 (44%) had information on drug-susceptibility status. Among these, 65 were 

not given TPT; 49 (73%) of these progressors developed MDR tuberculosis while 7 (11%) developed drug-

susceptible tuberculosis. The remaining cases were either mono-resistant (n=2; 4%) or polyresistant (n=7; 

11%). Among the two progressors with drug-susceptibility status that were given TPT, both developed MDR 

tuberculosis. 

 

In an age-adjusted mixed-effects model, the effectiveness of isoniazid TPT against tuberculosis in contacts of 

multidrug-resistant tuberculosis (Nparticipants=4,945) was 68% (aHR, 0.32; 95% CI, 0.18-0.58) (Table 2). This 

protection did not appreciably change with adjustment for additional potential confounders. For example, 

when this model was additionally adjusted for sex, protection against incident tuberculosis was 70% (aHR, 

0.44; 95% CI, 0.24–0.80). In a fully adjusted model, protection remained at 70% (aHR, 0.30; 95% CI, 0.16–
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0.55). The number needed to treat with isoniazid to prevent one incident case among contacts of MDR 

tuberculosis cases was 40.  

 

Effectiveness was similar among younger contacts <18 years of age (aHR, 0.39; 95% CI, 0.18-0.87) compared 

to adult contacts (aHR, 0.44; 95% CI, 0.14–1.41). Among 423 children <5 years old, none developed incident 

tuberculosis among the isoniazid TPT group (0/176; 0%) while five developed incident tuberculosis among 

children that were not given TPT (5/247; 2%). The effect of isoniazid TPT was highest in settings with a 

background tuberculosis incidence >100 cases per 100 thousand persons (risk difference, 2.7; 95% CI, 1.2–

4.1). In settings with a background tuberculosis incidence of <50 and 50–100 cases per 100 thousand persons, 

there were no incident cases among the group given isoniazid preventive treatment and therefore a measure 

of effect could not be calculated. Other covariates of interest did not modify the effectiveness of isoniazid 

TPT; however, in some of these subgroup analyses, there was a lack of statistical power (Appendix).  

 

Although assessing an effect of isoniazid TPT was difficult to show in any one cohort due to statistical power, 

the effect was largely consistent across the largest cohorts. For example, in the three largest included cohorts, 

the increased risk difference of incident tuberculosis among contacts without TPT versus contacts taking 

isoniazid TPT was 3.7% (95% CI, 2.5–4.9), 2.9% (95% CI, 0.9–4.8), and 1.2% (95% CI, 0.5–1.9), respectively.  

 

The effect of isoniazid on the risk of tuberculosis was greatest in the first year of follow-up (aHR 0.07; 95% 

CI, 0.02–0.52). The effect decreased over follow-up time (Figure 3). At 12–23 months of follow-up, 

effectiveness was 80% (aHR, 0.20; 95% CI, 0.05–0.89). After 24 months of follow-up, effectiveness was 26% 

but was no longer statistically significant (aHR, 0.74; 95% CI, 0.34–1.59).  
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Discussion 

 

We analyzed the impact of isoniazid on the risk of incident tuberculosis in nearly 5,000 household contacts of 

individuals with MDR tuberculosis, assessed over 12,316 participant years of follow up. Our study 

demonstrated that isoniazid significantly reduced the risk of incident tuberculosis by 70% and that children 

gained a greater risk reduction from isoniazid than adults. This association was especially apparent among 

contacts in high tuberculosis burden settings. Importantly, the duration of protection persisted for up to two 

years after exposure.  

 

We found that overall isoniazid was 70% effective in protecting against incident tuberculosis among contacts 

of MDR tuberculosis. These results are similar to a study carried out in Peru published in 2020, which 

recruited and followed up 652 children and adolescents (<20 years) exposed to MDR tuberculosis.16 This 

study found that isoniazid reduced the risk of incident tuberculosis in household contacts of individuals with 

MDR tuberculosis by 81% (HR, 0.19; 95% CI, 0.05-0.66). A previous study in Rio de Janeiro had 

retrospectively assessed 218 adult and child contacts of MDR tuberculosis, of whom 45 had been given 

isoniazid.20 This study failed to find any protective effect of isoniazid with two of 45 contacts who had been 

given isoniazid developing disease (1.2 per 1,000 person-years), compared to 13 of 145 who did not receive 

isoniazid progressing (1.7 per 1,000 person-years; p=0.47). There have been isolated examples of individuals 

exposed to MDR tuberculosis progressing to disease, despite preventive treatment with first-line drugs.21 

Given the in vitro resistance implicit in the definition of MDR tuberculosis, most national and international 

guidelines have, for many years advised against isoniazid as TPT for individuals exposed to MDR 

tuberculosis.  

 

With the data available, it is not possible to interrogate underlying mechanisms for the results seen in this 

study. However, several are plausible. First, in high tuberculosis incidence contexts, individuals are exposed to 

Mtb frequently and many will have been exposed to, and infected by, Mtb in the years before someone in their 

household has been diagnosed with MDR-TB. Given that drug-susceptible tuberculosis is more common 

than MDR tuberculosis in almost all contexts, it is likely that previous infection would have been with a drug-

susceptible strain. Successful treatment of this drug-susceptible isolate with isoniazid would therefore reduce 

the incidence of incident tuberculosis. Our finding that effectiveness was highest in studies with a high 

background tuberculosis burden supports this hypothesis. However, the low sample sizes (and disease events) 

in settings with a lower burden of tuberculosis from our consortium makes it difficult to definitively conclude 

this mechanism. Further research is needed to understand whether isoniazid is effective against progression 

among contacts exposed to MDR in settings with a low-burden of tuberculosis. Second, isoniazid resistance is 

mediated through multiple resistance mechanisms, encoded for by several genetic mutations to the Mtb 

genome.22,23 Multiple distinct mutations in the katG gene and inhA promoter region lead to resistance but the 

resulting minimum inhibitory concentration can be highly variable depending on exact site of mutation and 

isoniazid can still be effective against some of these strains. Finally, the detection of in vitro resistance, either 

through genotypic or phenotypic evaluation, does not always translate into the drug being ineffective in vivo 

and novel mechanisms of action for isoniazid have been proposed in which the drug has efficacy not only by 

killing Mtb, but also by interacting with the host immune system to promote Mtb death.24  

 

An increasing body of empirical data has demonstrated the efficacy and safety of alternative regimens as TPT 

for contacts of MDR tuberculosis. Recently completed trials – V-QUIN and TB-CHAMP – provide 
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compelling evidence for fluoroquinolone TPT for MDR tuberculosis contacts.14,15 Despite this, there is still 

likely to be an important role for isoniazid in contexts where fluoroquinolones are unavailable, too expensive, 

or if tuberculosis programmes or, individual clinical staff, are unwilling to endorse usage. There may be some 

advantages to using isoniazid as MDR-TPT, given fewer non-specific effects on antimicrobial resistance and 

less disruption to the microbiome. Isoniazid may also be more available at lower levels of care and 

appropriate formulations may be stocked more regularly in remote health facilities. Having more than one 

option as TPT for contacts exposed to MDR tuberculosis is likely to be useful for most tuberculosis 

programmes and clinical staff.25  

 

An important finding from this analysis is the differential protection of isoniazid TPT over follow-up. We 

found that effectiveness was especially high in the first year after exposure (93%) and then dipped to 80% 

from 1-2 years, and 26% (although not statistically significant), in year 3 and thereafter. To our knowledge, 

this finding has not been described previously in studies of TPT among close contacts of individuals with 

tuberculosis. However, it is congruent to results among other vulnerable populations in high-incidence 

settings where Mtb reinfection is thought to occur after sufficient follow-up. For example, among people with 

HIV from a trial in South Africa, effectiveness of nine months of isoniazid was 48%, 39%, and 12% from <1, 

1–2, and after two years of follow-up.26 In South Africa, continuous isoniazid was as effective at preventing 

tuberculosis compared to shorter regimens; however, toleration of the regimen for long durations of time was 

difficult.27 How to manage long-term protection of contacts, including those exposed to drug-resistant 

disease, is an ongoing discussion.28 Despite the waning duration of protection to contacts of multidrug-

resistant tuberculosis seen in our study, the observation that protection was high (>80%) for up to 2 years 

after primary exposure provides important justification to provide TPT in this context.  

 

Our work has limitations. While the dataset is large and from a diverse geographical spread, all studies 

contributing data were observational. This brings limitations in missing data and potential confounding by 

indication, given that the choice to give isoniazid was not randomly assigned but decided either at a study 

level or by clinician decision on an individual basis. For example, we found that a higher proportion of  

children, who have a higher risk of tuberculosis after exposure than adults, in the isoniazid TPT group. 

Although we used propensity score matching to account for differential risk profiling among those receiving 

and not receiving TPT, residual confounding remains possible. However, if present, this bias is likely to have 

driven our results towards the null as persons given TPT are likely to have a higher risk profile. Some of the 

studies contributing data were retrospective. In included studies, differing case definitions were used to define 

close exposure as well as screening and follow-up for tuberculosis were employed. Some data was not 

congruently collected across cohorts; therefore, it was not possible to assess the impact of other, potentially 

important confounders, which may have included cigarette smoking, crowding, socioeconomic status, body 

mass index, amongst others.  

 

In conclusion, using a combined analysis of nine cohort studies comprising nearly 5,000 close contacts of 

individuals with MDR tuberculosis, isoniazid substantially and significantly reduced the risk of developing 

incident tuberculosis, as compared to no treatment. This effect was greater in children than in adults and most 

apparent in high-burden settings. The duration of protection persisted for two years and then subsequently 

waned. When developing guidance for MDR-TPT, isoniazid should be considered as a preventive treatment 

option, alongside fluoroquinolones.  
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of included participants exposed to an individual with multidrug-

resistant tuberculosis from included studies. 

 

 

Table 2. Effectiveness of isoniazid on risk of incident tuberculosis in household contacts of multidrug-

resistant tuberculosis cases. 

  

 

Figure 1. Flowchart of Systematic Search Process. 

 

 

Figure 2. Cumulative hazard for isoniazid tuberculosis preventive treatment against incident tuberculosis 

among contacts of multidrug-resistant tuberculosis. 

 

 

Figure 3. Effectiveness of isoniazid preventive treatment against incident tuberculosis among contacts 

exposed to MDR tuberculosis, by time period of follow-up. 
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of included participants exposed to an individual with multidrug-

resistant tuberculosis from included studies. 

 

Characteristic N Percent 

   
Total individuals evaluated for incidence 4,945 100.00 
Total person-years follow-up 12,316  
Median follow-up time (IQR) 2.3 (1.4-4)  
   
Age, years   
    Median (IQR) 29 (14, 47)  
    Mean (SD)  31 (20.0)  
Age group, years   
    <10 846 17.3 
    10-19 784 19.4 
    20-29 832 15.2 
    30 and over 2,430 34.1 
Sex   
    Male 2,303 47.5 
    Female 2,541 52.5 
QuantiFERON or tuberculin skin tested 1,618 32.7 

HIV tested 4,341 87.8 
Prior tuberculosis 338 6.8 
Isoniazid preventive treatment   
    Given isoniazid TPT 722 14.6 
    Not given TPT 4,223 85.4 
      
  
Data are n or n (%) unless otherwise specified.
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Table 2. Effectiveness of isoniazid on risk of incident tuberculosis in household contacts of multidrug-resistant tuberculosis cases. 
  

  Total N   
Person-years 
of follow-up 

N, 
contacts 

N, progressing 
to disease 

Age-adjusted HR 
(95% CI) 

Fully-adjusted HR 
(95% CI) 

All participants 4,945 
Not given 

TPT 
10,653 4,223 140 1 (Referent) 1 (Referent) 

    Given INH 1,663 722 13 0.32 (0.18-0.58) 0.35 (0.18-0.67) 

Child <18 years 1,467 
Not given 

TPT 
1,928 884 22 1 (Referent) 1 (Referent) 

    Given INH 1,234 583 10 0.44 (0.20-0.93) 0.39 (0.18-0.87) 

 
INH, Isoniazid; HR, hazard ratio; TPT, tuberculosis preventive treatment. 
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Figure 1. Flowchart of Systematic Search Process. 

Excluded full-text articles may have had more than one reason for exclusion, but only one reason for 
exclusion was listed for each excluded manuscript. Exclusionary keyword algorithm is described in the 
Supplementary Appendix. 
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Figure 2. Cumulative hazard for isoniazid tuberculosis preventive treatment against incident tuberculosis among contacts of multidrug-resistant 
tuberculosis. 

 

 
 
The y-axis represents the cumulative hazard of tuberculosis. We restricted follow-up to the first 2 years after baseline. This graph represents a crude, 
non-adjusted Kaplan-Meier curve which does not take into account study-level random effects.  
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Figure 3. Effectiveness of isoniazid preventive treatment against incident tuberculosis among contacts exposed to multidrug-resistant tuberculosis, 
by period of follow-up. 
 
 

 
 

To assess the durability of the treatment effect, follow-up time was split into three time groups (<12 months, 12–23 months, and 24 months and 

after). We specified the effects of isoniazid by follow-up time and derived adjusted hazard ratios (aHRs) for each time interval. Models integrated a 

study-level random effect and adjusted for contact age, contact sex, and study design.  
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