Supplementary Figure 1: Forest plotsfor NASH risk factors. A: Age; B: BMI; C:
Fasting glucose; D: Triglycerides; E: Total cholesterol; F: Duration of HIV infection; G:
CDA4 cell count.



A: Age

NASH No NASH Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Crum-Cianflone 5545 7.4 4 398 102 51 3M.0% 15 70[F.84, 2356 —
Ingiliz 4731 4.6 16 45493 ¥.74 14 33.9% 1.38 [-4.83, 7.04)
Maorse 484 8.3 34 496 1.2 22 /A% -1.20[6.65, 4.29]
Total (95% CI) 54 &7 100.0% 4.92 [-4.39,14.23]
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Heterogeneity; Tau®= 56.57; Chi= 12,54, df= 2 (P = 0.002); F= 84%
Testfor overall efiect: Z=1.04 (P = 0.20)
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B: BMI
HASH Ho NASH Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 85% Cl IV, Random, 95% ClI
Crum-Cianflane 31 B4 4 ZTEH 38 a1 101% 340[538,12.18] '
Ingiliz 2313 274 16 2287 3.A2 14 44.0% 0.26 [-2.04, 2.56]
Morse 30 a 34 26 3 22 45.0% 4.001[1.90,6.10] ——
Total (95% CI) 54 87 100.0% 2.20 [-0.77, 5.35]
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 417, Chi*=5.62 df=2 (P = 0.06), F= 64% f f 1 ; |
) -20 -10 a 10 20
Testfor overall effect Z=147 (P=014) Favours Mo NASH Favours NASH
C: Fasting Glucose
NASH Ho HASH Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Crum-Cianflone 62 24 4 53 1.2 a1 4.3% 0.90 [-1.47, 3.27]
Ingiliz 543 074 16 482 048 14 48 6% 061 [0A7F, 1.08)] i
Morse 57 048 34 a7 04 22 4T 1% 0.00 [-0.46, 0.46]
Total (95% Cl) 54 87 100.0% 0.34 [-0.17, 0.84]
Heterogeneity: TauF=0.09; Chi*=3.70, df= 2 (P=0.16); F= 46% ; f 1 f f
. -4 -2 a 2 i
Test for overall effect £=1.29 (P =0.20) Favours Mo NASH Favours NASH
D: Triglycerides
NASH No NASH Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean S0 Total Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Crum-Cianflane 283 1772 4 1762 943 81 14.3% 106.20 [-68.81, 282.41]
Ingiliz 2858 2383 16 1621 1036 14 24 6%  133.70([494, 262 4R =
Marse 228 126 34 202 132 22 611% 26.00[-43.54, 95.54)] —i—
Total (95% CI) a4 87 100.0% 64.04 [-5.53, 133.61] g
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 802 46; Chi®= 243, df= 2 (P=0.30); F=18% f ; f f
Testfor overall effect Z= 1.80 (P = 0.07) F‘ﬁ.j'.,j”urs }]DDEJASH ”Fa.v.ujrg”msj””
E: Total Cholesterol
HASH HNo HASH Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Crum-Cianflone 231.8 403 4 1856 4245 a1 2.0% 46.20[-43.54, 135.94]
Ingiliz 1941 4926 16 1837 773 14 17.2% 10405078, 71.58] I I —
Marze 1892 45 34 19 G0 22 T7449% 1.00 [28.28, 30.28]
Total (95% CI) a4 87 100.0% 6.22 [-19.12, 31.55]
Heterogeneity: Tau = 0.00; Chi*=0.90,df= 2 (P=0.64), F= 0% o0 100 5 o 200
Testfor overall effect: Z=048 (P =063) Favours Mo MASH Favours NASH
F: Duration of HIV Infection
HASH Ho HASH Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Crum-Cianflone 188 7.2 | 96 B.9 a1 194%  6.20[F1.11,13.481] T
Ingiliz 11.2 4 16 14 & 14 4M7% -2.80 [6.07, 0.47] ——
Morse 147 7 I 162 BT 27 3B.49% -1.80 Fa.16, 2.16] —
Total {95% CI) LY. 87 100.0%  -0.55[-4.48, 3.38] ?‘
Heterogeneity: Tauw®= 687, Chi®= 4 86, df= 2 (P =0.09); F= 53% F } f ; /
] -20 -10 I} 10 20
Testfor overall effect Z=0.27 (P=0.78) Favours Mo NASH Favours NASH
G: CD4 Count
HASH No NASH Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Crum-Cianflone 326 2181 4 A8a3 272 a1 276% -25930[-4845.70,-32.80] =
Ingiliz 451.9 1656 16 3924 2456 14  36.0% 808,80 [[92.60, 211.60] —
Morse 625 34l 34 844 220 22 36.4% 21.00 [-68.30, 230.30] —
Total (95% Cl) A4 &7 100.0% -20.74 [-203.21,161.73] —*—
Heterogeneity, Tau®=18036.99; Chif=6.71, df= 2 (P=0.03); F=70% '—SDD -2'50 ﬁ 2:‘50 SDD'

Test for overall effect: £=0.22 (P =0.82)
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