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Supplementary Figure 5. Year-wise comparison of ETV and TDF. (A) VR. (B) BR. CI, confidence interval; ETV, entecavir; TDF, tenofovir 
disoproxil fumarate; VR, virologic response; BR, biochemical response.

Odds ratio and 95% CI

144 week VR 1.45 (1.14-1.85)

96 week VR 1.57 (1.15-2.13)

48 week VR 1.38 (1.18-1.59)

Odds ratio and 95% CI

144 week VR 0.71 (0.58-0.87)

96 week VR 0.66 (0.50-0.80)

48 week VR 0.76 (0.60-0.98)
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