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Supplementary Figure 2. Publication bias depicted in funnel plot regarding (A) 48VR and (B) 48BR and Regression line of Egger’s test
regarding (C) 48VR and (D) 48BR. 48VR, 48-week virologic response; 48BR, 48-week biochemical response, BSV, besifovir dipivoxil male-
ate; ETV, entecavir; TAF, tenofovir alafenamide; TDF, tenofovir disoproxil fumarate; SND, standard normal deviate; Cl, confidence interval.
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