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Figure S6. Stability of NLR density, TNL fraction, and RNL fraction under the baseline models
across response-variable transformations. The forest plots show results from unadjusted baseline
PGLS models. Points represent PGLS regression coefficients, horizontal bars indicate 95% confidence
intervals, and the grey dashed line denotes zero effect. For TNL fraction and RNL fraction, we
compared four logit transformations with different pseudocounts (¢ = 108, 10, 104, and 10-*) and an
arcsine square-root transformation. Red indicates statistically significant results (p < 0.05), whereas
blue indicates nonsignificant results (p > 0.05). The figure evaluates the stability of effect direction,
effect size, and statistical inference across alternative response-variable transformations.




