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Supplementary Figure 1 | Quality-based subgroup analysis of study endpoints, including adverse events (A), treatment success among non-placebo control arms
(B), reduction in odor intensity among placebo-treated controls (C), > 50% improvement after treatment (D), and recurrence (E).
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Supplementary Figure 2 | Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis for all study endpoints, including adverse events (A), treatment success among non-placebo control
arms (B), reduction in odor intensity among placebo-treated controls (C), 2 50% improvement after treatment (D), and recurrence (E).
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Supplementary Figure 3 | Subgroup analysis based on botulinum toxin dose per axilla (50 IlU/mland 100 IU/ml), including adverse events (A), treatment success
among non-placebo control arm (B), reduction in odor intensity among placebo-treated controls (C), = 50% improvement after treatment (D), and recurrence (Fig. E).
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Supplementary Figure 4 | Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis of the small skin incision surgery control subgroup, including adverse events (A), treatment success
among non-placebo control arms (B), and = 50% improvement after treatment (C).
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Supplementary Figure 5 | Funnel plots and Egger’s regression test for overall adverse events (A), treatment success (B) and with the placebo control arm (C), overall
improvement (D), and recurrence (E).



