KJ I MQ‘ The Korean Journal of Internal Medicine Vol. 39, No. 4, July 2024

%

Weight
‘ OR (95% Cl) TDF ETV (I-V)
Lee, S. W. 2020 l 1.41(1.08, 1.86) 1,274/1,370  1,238/1,370 76.96
Cai, D. 2019 __%—.— 1.70 (0.82, 3.52) 144/157 137/158 10.86
Sriprayoon, T. 2017 ——:.— 1.55 (0.73, 3.31) 188/200 182/200 10.07
Wu, I. T. 2017 * i > 1.26(0.24, 6.58) 104/106 207/212 2.1

I-V Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.966) 1.45(1.14,1.85)  1,710/1,833  1,764/1,940  100.00

D+L Overall <> 1.45 (1.14, 1.85)

0.2 1 5
m Favors ETV Favors TDF
%
Weight
. OR (95% CI) TDF ETV (1-Vv)
Yang, S. 2021 : 0.61(0.29,1.29)  104/124 1M/124 6.53
Lee, S.W. 2020 —-— 0.68 (0.56,0.84) 1,110/1,370 1,181/1370  87.25
Cai. D. 2019 0.48(0.23,1.04)  136/157 147/158 6.22
-V Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.678) <> 0.66 (0.55,0.80) 1,350/1,651  1,439/1,652  100.00
D+L Overall <> 0.66 (0.55, 0.80)
T ! T
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E Favors ETV Favors TDF
%
Weight
‘ OR (95% Cl) TDF ETV (1-v)
Lee, S.W. 2020 e 0.68 (0.54,0.85) 1,163/1,370  1,222/1370  79.24
Cai, D. 2019 e 0.84(0.43,1.62)  135/157 139/158 933
Sriprayoon, T. 2017 —s 0.83 (0.46, 1.51)  173/200 177/200 1.43

D+L Overall 0.71 (0.58, 0.87)

I-V Overall (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.719) <> 0.71 (0.58,0.87)  1,471/1,727  1,538/1,728  100.00

Favors ETV Favors TDF

Supplementary Figure 4. Forest plot showing meta-analysis of ETV and TDF. (A) 144-week virologic response. (B) 96-week biochemical
response. (C) 144-week biochemical response. OR, odds ratio; Cl, confidence interval; TDF, tenofovir disoproxil fumarate; ETV, entecavir.
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