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Figure S1. Goodness-of-plots for the final HCQ, DesHCQ, DesCQ, DiDesCQ and population

pharmacokinetic model. (A) Observed concentrations (DV) versus population predictions (PRED),
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(B) Observed concentrations versus individual predictions (IPRED), (C) normalized predictive
distribution error (NPDE) versus predictions, (D) NPDE vs. TIME. Under the figure: The line of

identity (black line) and the linear regression (dotted line) are shown.



