Pooled Data
Korean and Non-Korean

Analysis Difference (95% CI)
[A] Bootstrap (ITT) Non-inferiority mardin=0.62
Al —— | -0.120 (-0.227, -0.016)
Korean I ~<- | -0.288 (-0.714, 0.143)
Non-Korean —e— -0.112 (-0.224, -0.007)
[B] Bootstrap (PP)
Al —— -0.122 (-0.236, -0.011)
Korean I - | -0.232 (-0.692, 0.231)
Non-Korean —— -0.117 (-0.233, -0.004)
[C] Poisson (ITT)
Al —o— -0.120 (-0.204, -0.035)
Korean | g | -0.286 (-0.728, 0.157)
Non-Korean —— -0.112 (-0.199, -0.026)
[D] Negative Binomial (ITT)
Al —e—| -0.120 (-0.227, -0.012)
Korean } % | -0.286 (-0.728, 0.157)
Non-Korean —— -0.112(-0.223, -0.001)
[E] Adjusting for Study Site (ITT)
All —— -0.120 (-0.204, -0.0386)
Korean I - | -0.287 (-0.643, 0.143)
Non-Korean —o— -0.112 (-0.198, -0.028)
[F] Adjusting for Disease Status (ITT)
All —— -0.121 (-0.230, -0.016)
Korean I 0 | -0.285 (-0.714, 0.143)
Non-Korean —e— -0.113 (-0.227, -0.005)
[G] Worst Scenario (ITT)
Al —— 0.168 (0.055, 0.282)
Korean ; - { 0.069 (-0.357, 0.500)
Non-Korean —e— 0.173 (0.059, 0.287)
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S1 Fig. Sensitivity analysis of primary efficacy in Korean, non-Korean, and all patients. (A)
Primary analysis in intention-to-treat (ITT) population. (B) Sensitivity analysis in per
protocol (PP) population. (C, D) Sensitivity analysis using Poisson and negative binomial
regression respectively. (E, F) Sensitivity analysis adjusting for additional stratification factor.

(G) Sensitivity analysis using worst case scenario. Cl, confidence interval.



