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1. G7HHZE

20174 89 BABAR| AR B4 oA wio] et @A) 54 vlgo] RO AgE
S o|571% % Shiel B RS AAF 7} el YRos 13 49 A okba A9l
Y a3t SAmtsio] Washt.

B IR AR = 20199 WF RUE RS S50 A7V dEe= EEE e 20209 Al1A
9 771&AB7H91998](2020.01. 10,914 AH7F A4 9419 HQlE &3l A= AF=H A

1.1 7Y 2=7l= 71L

1.1.1 Y 2HdRst dAt

B RS AAke T ] AU S Hol= SARE T 2 M Relel At 2 S5
F7io A0 2 =25 F7] Yoto] @ W 37HA] BEHEAAH | EFE -  hyaluronic acid, HA),
A3y 2] ofn| Al Tt 2 HERO|E (aminoterminal propeptide of procollagen type
I, PIINP), ST ES| G4 22 A E4 18 (tissue inhibitor of matrix metalloproteinase-1,

== fLA
TIMP-1)19] -2 HASYH 2 Y25 ol-8slo] FF2 o= 4N &, ol Zoh= 452 83

# 7R3 AL FR A 7H AT HII Al | B SAES BN WNg i oR BAke
2l of 53] Haslo]



NEC i3 7493} ZIA}

1.1.2 ¥ G ALY

B RS AR 37 7 EEAAHG| EFEAHHA), A3 =23t 719 opw| At Tt
D2HER|E(PIIND), a5 Edjas 2AAAEE 13(TIMP-DIE=S ARRI 24749

AEHAAES] 5571 =255 ELF(Enhanced liver fibrosis) o= #01A| 1, /3Pt A48 &
22 UEPHTK(Stevenson et al., 2012). & AARI= 24 0.3mle] @%o] sty N FESS

it

AZAoA £ = 1 FFAIS Ao A A=K Stevenson et al., 2012).

AP 9 A|oke] A2 3ALIA AlgoHe Aol whE

O L] FHg AFote], DA AA(65UL)E FH3ch

@ 37HA] /3 84(HA, PIINP, TIMP-1) 250l that 5782 A& 8A|7k ool o] oA ok gitt.
(3 ELF 5 ALt

@ AAF A= gx10] HE, YA} P presentation), 71EF AHET A A E]ofof St

H 1.1 ELF Test E= AlLHH

X% ADVIA Centaur & Centaur XP2| 22
ELF B4 =2.278+ 0.851 In(HASE) + 0.751 In(PIINP =) + 0.39%4 In(TIMP-1 k)

% ADVIA Centaur & CP2| 42
ELF B4 = 2.494 + 0.846 In(HASE) + 0.751 In(PIINP=E) + 0.394 In(TIMP-1s5E)

(EX: 0|2E &, 2013)

H 1.2 A ne| ol

ELF Xz eest dx

(7.7 none to mild fibrosis
>7.7 to 9.8 moderate fibrosis
298 severe fibrosis

(EX: 0|7€ &, 2013)

H 1.3 MO A2 5= RMQITITAIf 218

WERS g8t

ADVIA Centaur Hyaluronic Acid(HA) A2 2 SIYT2 M0 Oieh F At
ADVIA Centaur PIINP Al S0 Q= R Il I2E2R12] 00| -t T2 HE0|= e ZAH
ADVIA Centaur TIMP-1 A HEE TIMP-1 FF A

(EX: 0|7€ &, 2013)
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= 71&2 2012¢ ‘84 714835} AAKEnhanced Liver Fibrosis(ELF) Test)gh= HA O
A9271EH7E Yol AHEFoH, 20134 AlQR7]&E 7 GA AY U3 =015 S FEH}
FEHY L= Aol @F MRkl YwH= ‘Serum Liver Fibrosis Test & $45k= #o]

2]

FHSIoHe ofo] et 714739 JRHE MRS 5, 2013).

=

jud
filo
rE

1.

—

3 2t dgst

>
i=1
i)
N
i)
1o
i)
H1
_?E
i

A3Nfibrosish= T3 1F &40 A= Qlste] 220 3t
2284 AYE A (redistribution)”t EAsk= Aoltt. Aash= A4 7F FH(insufficiency) 2
THIHAOCZ o]=A HI, T4 0= TR} YA} TR F- 0= oo A A| "k o] F-E 5, 2013;
Gressner et al., 2007).

ZHdeposition) ¥

3 7H99] A m= w588 Aol (E T2+, 2013).

Castera Transient Elastography Breakpoints

25 7.0 9.5 12.5 75kPa

Metavir | FO-F1

Absent or Significant Severe

mild fibrosis fibrosis fibrosis Cirrhosis

I 1.1 g wet TIREA

(EX: Castera et al., 2005)

AA7IA] 7R3k Brloll= 2F AR 0] E& 71e0lqin 1y A MG, Bl e EEY

AE, W2 3R 84, SUE AleAte] 15, WA/ AT Hol :

EARER Qsto] grtolfA X7t g A48t x| 7ol gt §he-S FAIoH] Yote] ¥4 91 AP}
L 739 5o &A2%U(sequential) 7F AT oJFTHOlRE 5, 2013; A4 5, 2012).

—



Z
m
Q)
g
0%
~
i
30
l?ﬁ
o
>

e,

)
o
~|
DU
o,
N
N

=2
=)
i e
g3
el
02
o
i
oX
flo d
=)
rr
pau
)
Wi
Fru
1o
N
o o o
2
)
N,
o
)

BN
N
2
r
_O|L
rr
Y,
flo
[
ol
il
psh
2
Tor
i,
oX,
2
X0,
9,
ol
Fo
‘
Q3
ok
o
QL
X,
(it
5
o>
2
[\]
<
)
=
aQ
=

ZH 478t ARE 93t viiEH AArPH o 2= AP ANFibroTest®, FibroMax®), &30t 7|5t
HAKFibroScan®, Acoustic radiation force impulse imaging(ARFI)7} o ukzo]

HFaHEH A reference standard)= 7+ 22 FAKliver biopsy)°|tHO|H+<E &, 2013).

1.2 e HASH 212

1.2.1 =L S

ro
Olok

U AAEIEAE7HE L] AA R 25185, EAHAR] B4 MR8 HAKSerum Liver Fibrosis
Test= HIF0I(CZ248), 221 7|9HEAR] 7Hd7-3F AAHLiver FibroScan)® H|lFo|(EZ829)%
SAEC] Aol SAHAHATEAHAFE7H, 2020).

s

W ZAGE Ao e AlFWE T 2

B 1.4 AZESHANE7HE TAES S

Esigas | L0438 | BSEDIZE | C7248 Zoioi2 | BI20f
HAZA BAZEXE TA| H2014-1955(2014.10.31.) | ALK | 2014-11-01
RG] Y 7ta9st M

HIH(TRD) Serum Liver Fibrosis Test

A=Y o HA=N: 7R3t HItL, OIS0, XI2gat Bot

=33 MSZ: O 7HElo| YSLE SAS H0l= 2kt

(AN

O BHRto| Hol2 AHZ(5101, A AR(B5uL)S SRR

@ 37K FEAHA, PIINP, TIMP-1) 20 st ZH2 M2 8AIZHO[L{0Y

AAJt O|20{K0F BiCt

@ ELF H4-5 ARSIt

@ TAL Zilt= SRte| B, 2at YM(presentation), 7|EF A74S1t 87| SiA1=|0{0F
Ct

BX: ZZBEUNIIY 2 |HeeRd

ror

o



B 1.5 3 7|8 UZEY ¥ 501 -HZ0{ HIE 55 SX (20204 32T)
ERWs  3Ac =T

A gHEor |304 EE U MRS

[%t.'_f;fg—.*?:.**f]
A 7M4938}1 AL Serum Liver Fibrosis Test
o EX MRS Ut OIS0, X=sdt ot
o Oiel: DRy 7HESIO] HELL S4S HOl= &R}
o Hit: SIXfO| FY HNE AESIH 37IX| BXIXKGIYR 2 (hyaluronic acid),

w248 (7248 -
H3E D229 Of0| At 2t T2 EH0]=(procollagen |l amino terminal

AL SE 04(t|ssue inhibitor of
o HZ|E 0I8510 HHFHOZE =Hst
AR ZHE GlAlEH

peptide), SETUAHIA X
metalloproteinase 1))2 &2 HAZHHI
2, O|E Xglol= Y25 Soll MEE

11
n>"1

1.2.2 29| HSSKY Hg

Serum liver fibrosis test, Enhanced liver fibrosis 52 & AAMA3} uj= CPT T & 9 dE Foj=A)
Y oA HH Y82 SRIEA] Tt

1.3 WAL 02712 2 0238

5 71e2 SA vgo] FEo = Ao mHHlo B/ IAIARRS 51 AE 2Rt 4= o] 3l g fEefulE:
SN2 297H E7Fs 3T wEkA AlAFAE 7 4919491(2020.8.19.) OllA= & 7€ HAREA
EL ARt PRk A AKLiver Fibroscan) ] @ A/dollA & 712 ARSHIE, P34, a2
o2 ZURL o] §AR tisf =2 7 2, T VIe2 YA Al ofF EEA 231 Gl Tl ARt
A el AL AREEIL QA rts 2AACIATHEF 1% o138, oke® @ YdolA= 719

= AOIA FibroScan AARE AIB3IAL QOB R 5 7]&2] AR tisf ¥ Sajof dee A2
e "a= iRl ool

)

1.4 24 A iEok= 2wl

Sl FR 718 12§ ol ARmIgel el 2014¥~20184 ARRFUA
WIS BANRE ol 42 590 AAEE 1900 A 108 9, BY g o9 350
B, A A 0% Y YRR BE S 248 ROl e




£kl o

20144 20154 20164 20174 20184
2 96,932 99,362 103,350 103,205 110,710
- o5y Qokdol HIZEY £hel: Mgl
20144 20154 20164 20174 20184
QUFOHIESY 118,214,759 130,000,424 141,143,746 152,519,532 169,029,237
AR 84,261,741 93,882,825 | 102,877,798 | 111,487,758 | 122,767,935
=olmea 33,953,018 36,117,599 38,265,948 41,031,774 46,271,302
1.4.1.2 BY ZIg (STUBLUEEEA)
- AT XS Fo| el g
20144 20154 20164 20174 20184
BY 7% 321,787 326,397 362,582 367,522 383,934
° OJE% R%H::."O:i ng-—’g—cﬂ‘{ E’n_l"or'|: 7-&%
20144 20154 20164 20174 20184
QUIF0HI8ZY | 103,173519 | 105,147,300 | 117,793,612 | 121,633,072 | 140,605,658
AR 57,957,578 59,084,009 66,812,679 68,583,169 79,775,605
=oleea 45,215,941 46,063,291 50,980,933 53,049,903 60,830,053
1.4.1.3 C¥ ZIg (FTUBLUEEEA)
- S SXlS 0| el
20144 20154 20164 20174 20184
cy 21 43,089 43,490 49,569 49,209 46,286
- HEY RoF0f H|BEY el M
20144 20154 20164 20174 20184
QUFOHIESH 29,383,142 26,920,926 26,827,272 24,178,207 21,896,392
N == 15,728,156 14,215,888 14,479,121 13,370,715 11,753,823
=olBea 13,654,986 | 12,705,038 | 12,348,151 10,807,492 10,142,569
1.4.1.4 X4t (FUAHRESA)
- Gl BxS S| £hel: o
20144 20154 20164 20174 20184
[zt 257,507 267,352 307,640 315,679 347,522




- S 2930 HISEY ehel: Ml
201413 20154 20164 20174 2018
20I0HISEY | 20,179,386 | 21320342 |  25662,750 | 27,719,366 | 39,032,671
EENCEE] 12,232,160 | 12,883,953 |  15419,754 | 18,862,496 | 23,999,314
Zolsgg 7,947,226 8436389 | 10,232,996 8866870 | 15033357

1.5 &

Eol= 2m7I=

U ARG TAIRE 29183, 227 RE AR THd8F AAKLiver Fibroscan)=
ol (EZ829)(A1-&- ¥4k 2007.5.1.) 712, F37I8E AARI 27157 &= AAHMRE, Magnetic

Resonance

Flastography)=  H]F9(HZ163)(2-€¥#k2019.5.1)2 SAE]  dS0]

SRIFHJHEA: AFEAHAE7H 271 R AFEE).

H1o6Huw7 s AZEE SM g
= R L= =5

H1HE dE0-HE0 =55 2 SRR

H3E dY HE ==
[A3P71715BAM]

L-829  EZ829 {HdR3H AAL Liver Fibroscan

o Mol I MEZF: 7t HReHAIE HIREH0|H A&o o] BEEE
ZHAC=M 7t dRete| HTE TIKe £ Qe MHUHOZ By SN
H EReEAE St 7 LS ZIRAAAO0| Qe 7F 4R Hret
ROt MEHAE BN Tty 7HHSo| YMESEE ¢t HHEZo Rol6t
AOIE H0f M2t 7+ MRsle| HEE HIKSk=D R8st AAIHY

=N

O SIS LAR= 50|01 PEL2 ACfcH ATAA HEfl2 XA

@© Fibroscan?| probeE 72| LES Aol0] 5719 LR fXC= XA

® ZUHE 21 ZHH FRAAE 510 &K 6em FH) HAE &510] probed

£8 £5
® TS(vibration)0| =T |(ultrasound transducenE £5610{ XX HMHTH
WSO 7t 2AHkPa)2 H7|E
® HEXOE z|Act 103 OlYd FHoI XXz AMtE Ukl QX 7ISg
® Hdao| 225 7 MR8t Folt MlE A= TIHE
£-163 HZ163  AIBH EET ZHAHMagnetic Resonance Elastography)

o 2X : 7bMO3l0| Rct 9l my}

o THAL: DR ZFRISKOJA) SER}

o AAMLY AV ISHIY0| FSEE JEM Y ol 748 S F1,
0] TS0 MEHHM M7= 22| DN sS BA AME 0185101 SFold

2Ie|ES Sofl FEXEIE of= SO X BAE 4s T

= Ol &

(EH: 7ZEEAANIII Q7 HIRTE U AZEHQUS0HIR)



B 1.7 M2BPGi 7| Melg7|&

ARG AU [ 1.8 2

IIE M (2017. 42)

T= Faug
[HTA-2017-14] = M2BPGi 7t MR35t 7**?[2}3—.%%@_/&E91§’8E]8 g 7t HERE tYe=R ¢ gReE
M2BPGi TICOh=E 7 4 OIH0 MEHAMZM oY & RRd0l Q= 7IEE RIAHE A
{HaRet At 0.
[ElerdEaa = ARVISEUIRIEEE MOlTIEETI0l et Al M3E MeEl 97 M2BPGI 2t €%
HAZ Y 3t AASRIUERAHASHY0N ol AP35 AEZD0| 2H5I0 T3t 20| Holsid
C2017.7.24.)
= MORVIEEIRIEE HoZN= AfHEs AEZMR A 2017¢ 3F 10Y EU=XR

A BEUEOn, BAZXE DA H2017-573(2017.3.28.)2 W& - 1TA| EUCH

(B g4 S, 2017)

H 1.8 [M2BPGi] AZEHMAFEI A TAIZ= &AM
HEESHE | 108 HBEDIFE D1980 ool | N30 (80%)
» HASXEDA| X2018-1815(2018.8.27.)1835(2018.8.27.)
LA » MORVIE Y, Red AL UA MgAUXt | 2018-10-01
(B7=XE TA| M2017-578, 2017.3.28)
HOIH(EE) | M2BPGI [HLUHAS
SAHID) Mac-2 Binding Protein Glycosylation Isomer(M2BPGi) [High Quality Immunoassay]
Mol gl S 2t MRer METH
HSE Ch: B 2 ZEt
)
A SRS HHMS TR = SIIUYRAHAZHYYS Soll M2BPGIS FHC= 25
X FHIE AL CIA(Chemiluminescence immunoassay), &4
4

A HALEHHAMNEHE 2

A(
Y7 |HYREE

2}



T 1.9 FibroScan =L A9k o|7tAFEE AFA|

ESY == )
== N=d =h 5|7 1Kt AREX 201013
(o7H13)
_ . 06.1. | Z20= o210 2t U HA9)
ZSIEA Fibroscan | Echosens = e ! °
Ul memn | ea0 Foogy | GO0 | ZEE ol RyEE Foe | mRIZSRY
AmPSPN rance _
° 43008) 17|
. 17.11.10. | ZSTE 0185104
EZMHHA _ Echosens o : < ol R
2 FICHRER| Fibroscan F ) (#=eNn7- ZIOJARI=(Stiffness) Y oIetaEN
(hlyml rance _
- 46395) | RE(CAP)Z SAHE 1)
~ommA | Fib opreL | 1877 ZS1IE 0183101
ES Iproscan )
3 40115- ZHOIA%|=(Stiffness) FRIOIEEA
TISHER| 502 Touch | (France) & _ chs . ) FREST
13152) | XEE(CAP)S S6l= 71|
- 12.6.28. - _
ZOHEA Fibroscan | Echosens 6.28 Z2IE 018310 719 ZAEE
4 - (ein2- FRIYERM
ZITFHR| 402 (France) 9713) FICtsi= 2X02 AIR
EXN: AZQUZOMA 227(7| TAIRIHET

1.6 dAg

1.6.1 QR7|&HIIE N

1.6.1.1 MeR7|=HIIHIA

20129 A 113} A9 587|571 h3lol A B MR8 Arke @4 AR 8 gFolH8 559
SAE ] 3= HAAA-850) E RS AN -820) 9 AR5 A 7t AR TiARL: HU S AART O]
2o g B71eh g 9 4o] Al A9 R 7)& R TAskch 20139 A4At 4192 7|4 H 719Ul &
W8-S EdiE % 1HRsH AAke] b -faA 7 23k FE Aokt

H1.10 20133 MBI |SHIIEIM F2UHE (2013.6)

= B
o] [SB7 9IS Ao I et A HBZNGE o “EE 2gEt Aol O

L
>

A9iRAalo] HEZO| D510} TS} 20| MolBIAS
- Y MR8 ZAE B 2EEO| WSU S4S HO= BXIS COR MRS L of5Y
RRET Tt SHOR A Al FEHOI ZMY| HEHOR £22 F 4 ol N U

[HTA-2013-32]
Y 7HEREH BA
(Serum Liver
Fibrosis Test)

0| = Mz BiiE(ERSE O.
19|27 |5 HIIP3|9| HolZii= AQREI0] AEZAMSt B 2013H 5 102 HASXISERO0|
A B0Elon, BH=XE 1A HM2013-1015(20134 6€ 272 WY JA=AUS

= QMY @ MRS A YA 2 dHIE ARt = HMLOA OJF0X= ZA0|L2

=20 O

rz oo Jhopg St

==

& ot £ :
A I Qo= M| HEHRl HSHE JIorA| Gl HAVE ATDZ, HALAR0Y
ofet QTYoilE 2APH Gl A22 FIIIUS(EIHY Ui (16H 2oty =U
(28), =A(14H)).

O3 ZIAHE Db 7RI

sjo
L O l_Egl. g

2ol

4

L ZHS H0l= SXE YO= ALl 7HIRSI] BIH0 Chet

]
0




NEC i3 7493} ZIA}

= Faug
FEFers 9 2H B2 RN CHSH OIF HER0IA8 T153 27011, XER B9 2H2 2a0)
TS2 5 4 Q00| YNHOZ R85t HARYE IAOIUS(RIEHILIOIT(16T) 23 ThY).
- A
B 7HIRS FAE 0Ky ZFUE0l ISLE SN2 H0ls BAIS CKYOR KIS TL o150
2, EHSHOl ZMZ0| BAMOR £22 5 4 Ol OFN U ©

x|281 Wt =Koz AR A
0] QL= ZAZ IR TSE C).
% B BN HEU8S BEET

'_

1.6.1.2 22| 2|2 7|=H7IE 1A

g3 7Hd-5-5F AAe] tial 20123 = NIHR (National Institute for Health Research) ©] =33t
AAA FAE 27 EH 7 A Y82 th2at o, T3 7HIRS) AALR] thel FAIA 02 5713t
ATZIES SRIEA] ATl A A|5HA T

H1.11 =2 NIHR 927|872 17X (Stevenson et al., 2012)

NIHR (2012): Non-invasive diagnostic assessment tools for the detection of liver fibrosis in

patients with suspected alcohol-related liver disease: a systematic review and economic

evaluation

" oL g

m H327|2: NIHR(National Institute for Health Research) Health Technology Assessment(HTA)
programme

AN YTZY 7SR WO = ML= SAES HHOE MR 3101 TSt 47tX]2] HIZESA ZAf
=[Enhanced Liver Fibrosis (ELFTM) ZAt (0|2, Siemens Healthcare Diagnostic Inc.),
FibroTest®(E&ZA, BioPredictive), FibroMax® (ZZA, BioPredictive), &/ EHIZHH
(FibroScan®; ZZA EchoSensOIA AAETT H=2 Artemis Medical Ltdo| 2JaH SEE)2
TITEEH, HIEg 0k, 2K} o2 2009 Jats HWotoh| fI&t

= PICO
P (YD=2Y 7HEISH0| QML= SR},
I: (ELF ZA}, FibroTest®, FibroMax®, FibroScan®
C: 744
0: QHHM(-), REgEiTdety 2 ol Fay)

(G2 n]
mOIEA: LR 9l
1R5Y ) | |
- European Liver Fibrosis Test(55|, ¥112|50 HES Zelot ELF HAN2| T Fetys Boket g+
= SRIEQUOLY, ELF HAIE FHMCZ HIISH RS2 SRILX| AU
- AT S B ZHES0(2t 0 USRI AL QAEl= SIS0 M H| WS MetA S TItst (L7 &0lE
ojo
MO
- 2t AAEE B ¢719] = FibroTest®(3H), FibroMax®(0H), FibroScan®(6H)
- HE HPS0M L3S B 7HEE0| oMEE SR = MM, FYE DT 2 S0|ms HE
(robust)atk| LSS =3t

-23 M YU 2 242 130 ZEX0| ol 2BHAS
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B 7Hd-95F AAl tisl 20124 74ttt CADTH (Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies
in Health) o4 a2t A4/ £33 0l 27)47he LA 1h) C2H9 1S ko 2
tfe] Al 71A] HI-EH AAE] g2 g HristaoH, A= TH-Ret 2719 A9 H] S

=

ZH3stol A =7 bl A

H 1.12 FiLICt CADTH Q27|12TI7E 1M (2012)

CADTH (2012): Diagnosis and monitoring of liver fibrosis in patients with chronic hepatitis C: A review
of the clinical evidence and cost effectiveness

» A=TL FHLIC

7|3 CADTH

IR Oy CY HIO[2HA 71 SIRE0M MRS AE0t! Sastok=tl U0IA 7hEZat HIwA| HIFIEEQI
UHSO| P, EEE, HIEGIEE H/IoHAt &

P: oty CY HIO|ZA ZtESA}
I: ZHAS HEotl S33lkol| st HIREXO! 7|HE(=7ERSENM FibroTest®, AST-platelet ratio index)
C: 74
O: QHEM(-)
Rad (HHREE dEcll Saslol| Yot HIEEXO! dAES| Hatd ¥ BEE
(OlA: AUC, TIEE, E0|= §)
[z

- P WAl ZE ZAES TCESNRIZE, 50x, ¥Y 05k, 34 t5D)2 0l TS0 2N M=
2. 7 7*AI—(F|broTest® 7..* Et=MH - AST-platelet ratio index)0fl CHol QEa17| et 2747t
71RO, AUC S HENMEE =2(HQ| @ & 0.7-1.0022 ENEQS. TCHEsMO 7] Mest =7 o

AEQ} H|W Al 7t BN =2U4S. 0|E1°* HEHE0 270ot, TITHHEHY T M0 ERZHAR HoIRlS

bt k=0

- HIEEE WSOl NIRRT tiet 27H= MBEOIT 55 9t of 278

g 7H485} AAR] s 2008 =+ NHS (National Health Service) ©] =335t A| A& £¢ 12
o7 7|&H7IR AL 7F 9351 HrkE 93t 4 7H4-9-5F AALS] oFA A, S-a Ao tial o8 73t

B3 AEZA HRsPt gl o tib] MR8 BBolA, 110 7HdRs) ol A @3 78t Ak
AUC gfo] =Jttal AA|skch.
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NEC i3 7493} ZIA}

H1.13 = NHS 2=7|&H7tE 11N (2008)

NHS(2008): Enhanced Liver Fibrosis (ELF) Test for evaluating liver fibrosis

R e - e

B 17|28 NHS(National Institute for Health Research)@ National Horizon Scanning Centre
Q=R 7t MRt VIS QIS ELF A oY, &5, |40l st 0|8 7tsot BE U 23 ZE

O =
P: HIO[ZAN  7iB(viral hepatitis), YTSH 7HEEKalcoholic liver disease), HIYTSY KH7HEE
(non-alcoholic fatty liver disease)Oil 2J3t ZHIQS} &AL
I ELF ZAt
DTSN AR M (BEIIE)
-HIZEE ZAL YA 3 MSISHY parameters9] 2§, a7EMSEHH(FibroScan®)
O: AH(-)

(@)

(G2

2% | AUC | @+ | 92= | o= | 93 | &3
4= | 4==

B gmg | 0870 0375 %% 96% 80% 98%

L 0462 78% 98% 7% 96%

g

Gmed | 00w 0087 100% 16.7% 75% 100%

as 0431 933% 100% 100% 85.1%

HCV 0773 0067 90% 31% 7% | 923%

0564 30% 99% 89.5% B33%

O
"Ry
~ELF BARISY| 2 45
Ofefe] HE 27 T2 7} YTISO) Ciolo] 247 2 TR} BIISH ELFY BT 3 SO|=2 HAGIRS.

oo, [=]
4 ZHEEt SIS0 tHet 71 77t BUERi0, s A-0M ELFE dR2E dE0IIS
=0.90; 282 Ma3}, AUC = 0.82; 813t 88, AUC = 0.76)

ELF Z452 2je] Y450| Of, 0123 Bo2 SREQISH F2oi0F 3(0-2: 81S/3, 3-4 BE/HE)
A 3
o o

o
©

1.7 710|1=&2t

A 793t AARRE BEiste] =29] 7tol =l AEZAT, 9= NICE (National Institute for Health
and Care Excellence)®] 7lo]=gilo] RIFQlow, B] A3 &4 AT EAo] APH 1Hd73t
ArE 8 24 RS AAHELDE 18T 4 Q1L 164 ool 13t Xes fis]
RMISAHS AARE AR AL AAISHSIT.

12



T 1.14 9= NICEQ| 7t R3HLiver fibrosis) 22 710|=2}Q1

Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD): assessment and management (2016) #1ILHE

B H| YISY K SAe| TAE 7hdRet Bt
1) H LTS XU7E 2RO TIbE 7HdR3Kadvanced liver fibrosis)Oll et ZAE HIQHE
2) Hl YF2Y YT el TRiE ZHR3M0 tiet HAS floll 28 ZhdRat HAKELRHE 1eigt
3) H| LR=Y XYZh Xl THH 7HdRet BIIE floh 7t 2 JAE AAXC=Z ARSHKIE €5
4) 29| AL ELF 7t 10.61 E= 1 OO, H YIS XHte| 3 e 7hdRalz TiHe
5) ELF =71 10.61 0|21 &XloiA= OFf Alts 23
- TE 7heRet eA 2R S
- TE ZHARalo oot MAAE gelel A% Of 32 Ot KoL &2 Agel 3% of 22 Ot g7
glis S8 &7| RUHEC=Z 2%

Cirrhosis in over 16s: assessment and management (2016) H1ILIE2)

1) 1Ees THS ol =S dAKtransient elastography)E HIRHEY

2) Hl L3SN X7t 21| 7FA3}E 2 Enhanced liver fibrosis(ELF) ZAIE Sall ZAX7} 10.51 = 1 O
oz IHE FHZ 9Et a7EMdENH(transient elastography) FE= 28F 2AR ATA  FM(acoustic
radiation force impulse imaging) ZAIS HQtst

3) aIHESY AADH MESIK| 2 2Xfe] Z2 7HEEE TIHE ol 7t 4 BME T

4) Hl Y3sd XUzt Y TSE 7+ 4RE0| UK LCHH BMIZE 30 0401 HIZEIXL Ei= M2y Y X0A=

208t ZIEIS Slof £UIHIETY UNS HROIX| 243

2. WsH

whg 7PES o4 2 S Sjold 8% 7Hiesh AAe) 94 ke 9 a4 ke B
w0 RAY0] HEH ALSS 9ot A AHS X UstuApetet

1) NICE(National Institute for Health and Care Excellence). Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD):

assessment and management. 2016
2) NICE(National Institute for Health and Care Excellence). Cirrhosis in over 16s: assessment and management.

2016
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1. GOOIE HAXH 2A0E

[ =

1.1 7L

5 712 AR R0 BAIBHL Gl TR (m-248)0] E3k0] BB Ao, Aol
W7P9) 2 BIPE L A7t 2oeoleh ‘491908 e Frhe) =012 B9 St
£ /M Qejo]E A BRI Bo w 1FAS o4l W 2k Bjol A B 7HR3t Akl
gt ofuiahs 2AS Wrtster

= ppEe ATEAL TEele] AWk a9l £AU e Fhel Aol A

ul

[¢]

AR 9 H7PHRI(PICOTS-SD)E th} Zom A9Y3] =2)& 5ol 25 &st3ct
FaxEHAA = 7F 2 A Kliver biopsy)2 ROttt H|WHARY] ¢ G4 € 2Z07|6t HARR}
fﬂoﬂy]ug Axp= ;LTo}o:] H]ngq s}oﬂu} Efs] H]ﬂm} ﬂﬁol Foto] ATt Bl AHAL =] tisf
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H 2.1 PICO-TS ME L

2020 YHO0IE HMAY EeinE

Ats
Hre it O 7FRISH OJAl U SERISIR}

0 o 2= O x< |3
(Patients)
= e .
o7 &N 7kM2351 HAKELF, Enhanced Liver Fibrosis)
(Index Test)
ANHZZHAL

(reference standard)

2t ZEIHAKLiver biopsy)

B Y 3 E=3O7EE A}
- TE, Transient Elastography (AF2&H|H: FibroScan) (H[Z0)

- VCTE, Vibration-controlled Transient Elastography (AF2%H|H: FibroScan)
- MRE, Magnetic Resonance Elastography (HIZ0)

- FibroMeter

- ARFI, Acoustic radiation force impulse imaging

B EU7|HE ZA
- M2BPGi, Mac-2 b|nd|ng protein glycosylation isomer [78 IHAZHA] (B0)

- FIB-4 index, fibrosis index based on four factors [.'é_!‘ﬂ._fifﬁ_,H%t.'_@o—h"gA]

Hlarat - FibroMax [2EH83H HURICZIAY
(Comparators) - FT, Fibro test [UHIa}SHHLUHAZAL
- ASPRI, age-spleen-platelet ratio [UHIEHHZAAN
- sAXI, Soluble Ax | [HLUHAZIAY
- sST2, Soluble suppression of tumorigenicity 2 [HUHSIZAAN
- WFA-M2BP, Wisteria floribunda agglutinin—positive Mac-2 binding protein [HLHH
ZAl
- N-terminal type Ill collagen propeptide (Pro-C3) [HLUHHZAAL
= PLT count [QgHE4ZIAL
= AST/ALT ratio [LEal5ZAf]
- GGT-to~PLT ratio [H5{5HAULISHAAY]
B ORA ZD}
- HARE EHE, YBY0R st XEX|H, YUHOR Qlot MYTIC
m 25A ZY
2t » ZICHESlT: 7HIREH IO OfEt RITHEEE OS0IE RTEsle
(Outcomes) : AUROC, AUC 212i%, EOIE AL, YHUZE, SHUST, ZAKEST, FIEt DAY
n O2ZAMNC FEE 7H ZRZAL L0 M2 EE AR ZA 4O B KM, 4ET|7F o
B ZNE 2k ZHE ko) et A
SR HStolX| s
(Time)
AR SEQHY AHHTRCT),

HISES R(ISE o7, BX-CIER 7, BERIN o Mo 1jor7)

2012 12 0B~
e

ru|o
l-_l
_o‘“j
=
=
oA
]

—O.E
=
iz
oA
oot
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1.3.1 I
=i dloJEHo]A= offi o] 57 AR o851 HATHE 2.2]

H 2.2 7Y X} H|O|E{H| O] A

I 29 ZMA URL &
KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/
O|Sh=220|O|E{H|O| A ZA(KMBASE) http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/
SH50|0|E{H| O] A ZM(KISS) http://kiss.kstudy.com/
St SsSIEHEARISS) http://www.riss.kr/
1P [ EESeAH|IA http://www.ndsl.kr/

1.3.2 32|

=9] glo]gH|o]A= Ovid-Medline, Ovid-EMBASE, Cochrane CENTRALZ °©[-8-5t0] A|AH
A Al F8 ANMYCR TEHE= HolHHe|AE ESITHIE2.3]. HMol= Ovid-
MedlineolA ARSE Mol E 7|0 2 7 A o] EAJof WA 275131 2™ MeSH term, =2 A4HA,
Ack A 5] FA7]52 A 45| sttt A4 A 9 HA A= [R5 o] AAlsHT

H 2.3 59| TX} H|O|E{H| O] A

I 28 ZMA URL =&

Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed
Citations and Ovid MEDLINE(R)

http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials http://www.thecochranelibrary.com

1.3.3 AM 712t L ST

re

0f

7] 37Fd Al =7 ]a87E AAAIH(2013.2.3.~2.12)& ABsto] 18-S S5 A7g31e] 20128 147
AR = A7 AlRbetal, SRlole AISHA] et
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D
Mo
rok
rx
ox

TIAE S AAE BE Eds Wl + 82 AEAVE SH2oR S5t 12; AdE-HiA|
oA AT 255 AESH] 2 A2 A7FA 19 HRg o] irtal TaE = w2 wiAlskaL
22} 18- vijA] I ol 2EoM HESHA] k2 919 Fhies AESt] ARl et 29 A7l
S TS AERIIT o 2L 3 - Al 3R AE H A91918] 319lE E3f YRS olF =S
ShlTt. FA1A Q] 2] AE B HiA| 7E2 [ 2.4]9F 2

2.4 F19| 1B S HIK| 7|=

]

= =<
MEHT|Z=(inclusion criteria) HiX|7|Z(exclusion criteria)

o ST} Ol GIUEA =

o DRy 7HEBI0| S BRIS OO 3t o7 B e ”E(C)TATA'|_'T“GF' comment &)

= = . o S Ex MYUMAR
© 29 dane SNS e o . S2ANE SEEX0) ARER| oL 23
o 12 ZiA} BT o7 R
TO|| XOI5F HATIE St O|AF HEH o e BT e
P TR ST AS ol ol me - 81201 Z0iz FHER Y 2
o AFFO| Tojst B A0 Sl %7 © st 21 oo
P =- =

1.5 HISE ¢ Hot
TR HIEE A Bk F BY HEAP S 0 & £34519tt. Age S B gt A] ABrt
== Quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy studies-2(QUADAS-2)E AR&sto] H7}s13iTt

H 2.5 QUADAS-2 HItgt=

HiEY 98 QUADAS 2 Bj3i= 4

AT HIEE/2AR| B2 YAU=7F

SHRHAE] SI-UiEF HAE LoIRA=71?
S P= SNESHIRE LSI¥=71?

=TiA ?XH?ME E.*E%’SA%‘EW EH?J FH 30| shM=IU=TF?
UAX| AEA|, A HABED U= HE,
MUHFAANZA M= SXZAL Z100]| Cfst FE gl0| sAEA=7F? ==
SHAAR; AT HEZHAL ALO| ZESHA|ZH ZHA0] QJLUA=7F?

i L DE SIE2 HITHE ZAME U=

A SNES SUSHHIHE AAE BiR=IF
SE SR A0 ZEEA=IF?

ZX : http://www.bris.ac.uk/quadas/; #t50t S 20143)

3) EHsol, A, o]AlF], YA, dotst, 2438 5. A A A £z s=H AR ALY, 2014,
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1.6 A2Fs

AP ARl 2w FE A4S BE0te] F B9 ATA T S O A sEE st 3 g
ATt PR R ARSE FAol et Fe Rt & oE 3 8] AL e 2E

SHY R HEIL, F AFAP LS ofFol A/t ohint. ARG ol ELA7Y

%0 |
mlo

729 A7 3lohE B9 =ofsle] olsioict

ARZEPE 05_ VI AT T, LRSS Fef 45 Aol 3 ARRE ok

1.7 Xt=&Hd

AL A EA4(quantitative analysis)®| 7Fsote] HEREAS 5t Tt HEREA A,
o]d/d(heterogeneity)ol thgt ek -4 A|ZH8 0 2 T (forest plot)= 115},

statistic(p<0.10 € H$-5 A4 |43 TA71E 02 793 I statisticS ARE-5Ho] £9 7 5A 1A
ojAAS TSIt IF BAF 50% oY AFLE AAFoz o]dAo]
Ao T Z(Higgins et al., 2008) & A7olA= ol 7E 202 8 1H 8 A
42 STATAE 0185191, w3 &3} 2ol 9] 5A1& |92 -9

#us3 e H2ss | 89
s 1 WiSg SN2 10 oY 92 | a H1YE 53

Jlsg 203 b HnYE 98
I | oot g | 21 wiyss SN2 Meisiof oY o=7|%S TG S
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G7r&4t

4H PICOE 7[¥te=2 59| DB 3715 &3 A4 & &ld 22 & 6384, =W DB 571E &3
T 2Rl £33 F 586H| . =9] DB 73 S 5A7 5 490w dfsh A& 252

A8 =431, = DBY 3¢ S5AIA - 437%H0] tisf Al=y 252 HE F A9
A 25 dE 5 e 488 tish ¥ geldyt & 328 £3° d
7]ﬂ9li71 07} FA 7l "6\:}54 UH 201295 77 490 B 3Z3}E|of

=
)

i)

32

A rlﬂ .I
>, [
1% ol nE

40

o
(o8
o
W,
2L
&
)
(&)
—
(o8
r

F7Fstod 2020% %*Eﬂ l XﬂﬁH =] 2ot —Eri%%‘— 44’;01 S A

B A7) 2 HEEN BUAY SEEE WAAS Eaksto] (13 3.10) R3] 7SS, 2%
12 2EE AL i & 2 BT ko (] 8] 4o

29| DB (n=638) 21}l DB (n=586)
- Ovid-MEDLINE (n=169) - KoreaMed (n=42) - KMbase (n=11)
- Ovid-EMBASE (n=417) - KISS (n=225) - RISS (n=223)
- Cochrane Library (n=52) - NDSL (n=85) T s
A% g =% HE F WY 2H 5 (n=579)
‘ ! L@ AEO Eolsh @l 2Ol ChEE AR} ObY E2(n=98)
¥ | @ ATlol Helg EHiziAle 457 gle 97 (n=189)
- D@ AMEO| "ojst AT EME St 014 ETSHE| 22 ¢ R n=17)
EEHA T U2 23 (n=927) L@ APEO| Hels AR Ao sEEA e AT (n=7)
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Lt @02 LA g2 28(nh=11)
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U DB (n=0)
& HHEH (n=32)
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M 28 (n=12) y
- 29 (n=12) HH0|E H®P
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- 32| DB (n=44)
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- _ HAREIEI MHEEE i
10#188)  BRIR 2018 B ZEWmIL  CHB (222) ELF -TE T == Batts and Ludwig
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_ ZIHHEI . METAVIR Scoring
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METAVIR Scoring
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-TE (FibroScan)

- predicting

Hoee development of ~Ludwig®
28(#406) 2 o mm teh ey gg) ELF  -APRI eveiopment o Batts-Ludwig's
(B liver-related events ~ scoring system
-ASPRI
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C] piE
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-TE (FibroScan)
. __ XNcHHmOL _CHB (224) -APRI ) )
ol 5t FIMOBIEHT KICHSH
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A AR =0 i A &Rt SEA HI W ZA Al ot onx dp=ieely b2
(G He =7t 7 (BHR} %) (1) © BEZM WpriE
HCV (70)
‘Recei lated _ _ -
126205) Tanwar 2017 @2  PROFI-C Tri letci'fve pngtie ELF g B NR  7H98M} FIEHEEE |SHAK Score RPE: 24M
nterreron wi
or without silymarin
“ARFI .
150217)  Ragazzo 2017 Hefd s HCV (107) ELF -FIB4 B NR z9siE) Aomss Mgft\é'ri Scoring
-APRI
TITHHE} -TE _ . METAVIR Scoring
Hapxl IO} RICHK S
18(#247) Fernandes 2017  EHZt& (Bt HCV (117) ELF _ARFI LB NR S CHIRECES system
ey T D) “FiB-4 .
20(#282)  Puigvehi 2016 ALl (;;;;;) -YEHE SMMZ 9 FIF -APR| LB NR  7tMQs[m| ZcrEss ZAVEE%/'R Scoring
e M X2 -Forns
CLD (300)
g OB 29 (180) FIB4 METAVIR Scori
N - -FIBa4, 2HQEHLI} RIS corin
21 #298) Irvine 2016 2% SPYNAT  O[H0| 2SZE (85) ELF LB NR OEZii“; oqsrgE ’
MOX XCidtS BiXt ~APRI ===t g system
= o — | —— —
(75)
IsE ) B _ METAVIR Scoring
22(#367) Fenandes 2015  ERfE T CHC (120) ELF  -TE (FibroScan) LB NR 78y} RCiNsic cut-off: >9.8
(xtzix) system
-TE (FibroScan) } Cut-off value
) FETR TICHAT T} HIV/HCV (105) ELF 6 bl B METAVIR Scoring ) ue (0.8
24(#377)  Schmid 2015 AQA (35E) blood tests NR HESHI FHHE  system median value (9.8)
— (FIB-4, APRI ) 75% value (11.3)
TICHHE} ) ) - i I
27(4302)  Petersen 2014 gz toF CHC (197) ELF -APRI B NR  zesml omas oo Ludwig EHBE 41M
(HEHs) criteria
P ~Fibro Test - [ 5
31(#475)  Guechot 2012 ~ HEA  -° CHC (512) ELF B NR  7esmpp momas  METAVIR Scoing i enssy
ASE -ELFG, Hepascore system
-2HQ3HLI} RIcrEiE
A -0 A0l HEH 7 )
34 Martinez 2011 AIQI XIEt8 BSE  CHC (340) qp  CAPR LB NR ) T METAVIR L7t MEHRE
[ PN
_F ’ )é])\
oms =T R IEERTBIN
35 Parkes 2011 O]/ ZXomst  CHC (347) ELF g2 LB NR 74987t Mosis  METAVIR & ISHAK —7[Z7}p Aeiss)
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METAVIR or
ISHAK
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ISHAK

A 0 [ TN CHAIR
& - = o ?;71l ;H f
&) Hz 271 23 (ENES
=
o/ HHIt
36 Trepo 2011 co  (3a%) CHC (56)
Rghgg st
39 Cobbold 2010 = (@@;E) CHC (67)
-CHC (36)
Friedrich -CHB (10)
40 st 200 =Y TEEEE o
7HAst (28)
CLD (457)
-HCV (198)
41 Parkes 2010 Y= I -HBV (25)
~AFLD (85)
-NAFLD (44)
C. YT=Y 7HEst Sy (ALD) 13
Zlckmy
H =
8#147)  Thigle 2018 o= - ALD (289)

-TE (FibroScan)
-2-dimensional
shear-wave
elastography
-6 indirect markers
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FIB-4, Forns index,
Age-PLT index,
AST:ALT ratio,
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fatty liver disease
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score(NAS-CRN)
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TIHHTI}
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—

- VCTE
(FibroScan)
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NAFLD (186) _FibroM ( Va6 ) o
4 (#59)  Stauf 2019 2e TEEBE - ow NASH ELF Ffbrol\/leterm’ LB NR Q5 RiEEE ﬁhmcalkRecsgaNFCh
- 3 =1
(#59) taufer E30F (RBES)  —without NASH ibroMeter QeI FIEY etwork (CRN)
-NFS score
-FIB-4
FTEIE NAFLD (1) _NFS
] SS (15), ' ERerEIE RIS
5 (#72)  Polyzos 2019 WEIES :(';E NAS(H )(16) ELF  -FIB4 LB NR BRid = Brunt et al
o=
) -APRI
M A1) Control (10)
-FibroMeter”*®
6#114)  Guillaume 2019 oA XHXMASE NAFLD (417) ELF -NFS LB NR M9esimyt Metrsti: NASH CRN scoring
-FIB-4
—FIB- ini i v B o S A = iy
7<#130) A t 2019 O:I__,_:‘l STELLAR Hl%*i%’gﬂ%f?_@ ELF EFBSA’ LB 7M-|o’|_]117r 7(|r_rx-|;}E :;IASH C:n,l\fatl k tnXOHMHE_TI_ N
nstee - PHAQSIHT| RIS esearch Networ =
ST Trials 34)  NASH (3,202) " o °e =
-VCTE classification(CRN)
CLD (392)
HiO|2{AN 71 (86)
HIYIS YRR (171)
—_ A7 IHSEM7IA,
FHEHY i B} -FibroScan )
13(#208)  Staufer 2017 QAERp _.-° } SHEEAA 7HEE, ELF LB NR 2MQsmyt FoEEE  NR
(ZSEND) -Soluble Axl
5(71), YN 5y
HREHLY sk
HUSEGB),
A7 tHAZIA Z=(34)
RcEo} Severe fibrosis: _F3—F4
16(#228)  Miele 2017 O|k2|ot P NAFLD (82) ELF A LB NR 2tMQ5imI} ZIEPSE  Brunt Zit= F>30f EEA|A
aaeE=Emn _
2478t
Hl LISH X|U7E At
TIEHE 0] oM&l= H|2 5 ) B}
17(#234)  Lopez 2017 ES ] ;:'o } o = ELF s LB NR MR EIE RIHESEE NR
(M) (bariatric Surgery)2

U 3Rt (57)
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wolglom AAZE ot H Aee EGAHRE Frlekylth
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H

FEOl £do] 7MiRst Bl wet APDAE FO-F4CR HEsto] AAIsto] HIEHATS
WS = ISt
ATAYH AHFY(Flow and Timing) FHoNAE SAHAL FIESHAL] AlTte] EEsHA A
AlE E30] A Qlo] tiFE ESE HURINAN, Be e 9% A EEFAE 234
AE LT, B4 23t A9 fRECE HEHAYE R3oE BISIeIth
o, Staufer et al. (2017) 93} Thiele et al. (2018) &9 A% A 57t 7F RAHAE
HA] QFokal, #A AR E Bkl HIEHAAS #5202 BHUIEHA.

Zr Oqoﬂoﬂ et BlEESIdY Ao digt 39 1313%3 I9 3.2]00 72t £ BrrEd
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2.1 otHy

B 798t AL QPIAL A TE, AAET) S840 E QIR XEAd W gopo R
QIgk ) Aeke Wbtk

AN PSS BT ERL 0HoI AT, B IR 3 AR Wl AN A 9 AA AHE
91t A2 A2lolA o]ZolA w9le TARE QP EA} fls Alow Heksiglnt A
Sl FAETe] SRt BT AN HIE B QT

2.2 f84

274 ek dAke] e | = =
Sjzdyofe] FFo == Tt 2AGA ol mhE T TR 4, 49| A A, AT A e s
B7Fs A

i) 2=t g7l Higt A e e 2 Aot Aol whet-f-ofet

R AR (F=3), 735} (F=4) Al 152 FHEsto] B7Isiit. 52 2RolA 247] th=A AR
cut-off gholl W& A= 23k B (THE+S0 )7 7HE #7 U #7122 Agsial

vEkAl S Sl 2 shoick

©)

ol
jakd

(o}
©
=
I\
&
o>
i)
D
tH
rir

G a5 AAR TR HARS v wsh 92 313 0|90, o] F 7HAst W7l gt A= s
AAgE EA2 F 25HO| Tt

25% 7FH] 595 A3 (F>2) AHE AT o 27 M3 AAr] Agdg =g B gt 232
1790}, ZF B3 Ay o] S A EH AUROC 0.816~0.819, W= 0.40~0.90, E°]=
0.52~0.96, FENZE 0.53~0.93, SNEE 0.64~0.90, F/¢=H] 1.9~23.7, 539
0.16~0.64, AAFYSHE 0.72~0.85 ¥ 9ol 23 R THE 3.2].

AR = A8 ARE (F=3) A A] @7 7R3 BAR] IEE =S B gk Z32 13Ho|31Y,
AUROC 0.764~0.858, T 0.44~1.0, E°]%= 0.63~0.96, FJAZE 0.34~0.89, 24IS=
0.46~0.96, F/d-LH] 1.87~22.8, S49xH| 0~0.65, HAIEE 0.59~0.94 W] A
B s{THIE 3.3].
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=)

1733} (F=4) A Al F M3 AR Ad3ges Bugh 292 133Ho]9lal, AUROC
0.85~0.908, RIZE 0.16~1.0, BOI%E 0.57~0.99, FFIZE 0.19~0.90, &3°N&% 0.25~1.0,
F/JF=H] 1.51~68, 24524 0.09~0.93, AAFIEE 0.33~0.9400 24 HIISIITHE 3.3].
Zr ARt o] digt R glo] @3 7R3t AR ISt =& AARE 73 5H(Polyzos et al.,
2019; Gullaume et al., 2019; Thiele et al., 2018; Puigvehi et al., 2016; Peterson et al., 2014)2]
2 (3 3.4]00 A AASHE o™, ZF H71E 7R3} HERE Aol Z3kelA] ekt

U gd a9 83 MR8 A4 g
Th2 FARRRO] vl Qlo] 8% 7Hd-st AAMTS] AT & K 115t 7312 11Ho| Rt} o|F F-oJsth
83} (F>2)9] AT E B 15232 2H(Alkhouri et al., 2011; Nobili et al., 2009)0]ith
Alkhouri et al. (2011)& AUROC 0.968(95% CI,0.937-0.998) ZAx}4t H 11519117, Nobili et al.
(2009} WIZHE 0.94, E0|%E 0.92, YFAZE 0.69, SAAZE 0.98, BAFEH] 12.77, S439-%H]
0.06, AAFESIE 0.922 R USFCHE 3.5].
A7¥st = AdE 4935} (F>3) A 91351 ELF AAL] AT E H 13 2312 7H(Miele et
al., 2017; Fagan et al., 2015; Wong et al., 2014; Alkhouri et al., 2011; Parkes et al., 2011; Nobili
et al., 2009; Guha et al., 2008)°]9a, WZHE=0.62~1.0, EO|% 0.65~0.98, F/JZ%= 0.54~0.80,
SA49EE 0.72~1.0, FASFEH] 1.8~52, SAFEH] 0~0.57, AAFIEE 0.81~0.98 Lol 24
H 5 THIE 3.5].
743} (F=4) Ak J5F ELF AAR] A S B sk 2312 1 H(Wong et al., 2014)°]131, WIAE
0.78, E0]% 0.47, FAZE 0.31, SA9Z% 0.87, AT H] 1.48, SALTH| 0.45, AAMES L
0.54% X115t THIE 3.5].
7+ -2 X133 o] gt = glo] IS =S AR =3 2H(Lopez et al., 2017; Alkhouri et
al., 2011)%x [3E 3.5]] A|AstE o, HERHEA A= AL]ot%ct.
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2.2.1.2 H|@ZAR| ZICHYSIE

bl

e

ZAHARE AT FARE sto] B4 ZHIRSKELE) AARE M2BPGE AAKAEHo)9} Bl et 23l
1¥(Tsuji et al., 2020), FibroScan AAHHIE01)2} vl agt 2212 17H0] k. B4 2Hd-Hsh AAtet
123t A 7Rl 27T 7P e AAF B o' AT 25wt 7]RE HARI FibroScan,
GA7HE HARD APRI, FIB-4, FibroTest |2t 2 AAMIHE A= ARdde [#
3.2~3.4]°] AAISFAH.

jas

D M2BPGi

Tsuji et al., (2020) £9-2 73 BE7HA A} 969 tiido & B 7Hd7-3t AAKRE EH715E HAR]
M2BPGi [§EHIHAH [*+-198]<t H| sttt -2t M35t (F=>2)f theh e yee= vzt

0.92, 50]% 0.82, YANEE 0.67, SANE% 0.96, FAF-EH] 5.26, 43524 0.08, AAFYE:
0.85%2 HISIYTHE 3.3]. AA= M2BPGI HARE 53 vHd BE Z+A(CHB) EHAlolA

offl
l.ﬂ

¢

ol AR 70| RS AAR= ROt 7HERsE (F=2) AEIE FeotA e 4= kil
R ys}ich
@ FibroScan

3 7958t AARRE 223718 HARRI Transient Elastography (FibroScan) [1=-829]1E H| gt
7= 179 (Heo et al., 2018; Fernandes et al., 2017; Fernandes et al., 2015; Schmid et al.,
2015; Wong et al., 2014; Trembling et al., 2014; FAH7 5, 2014; Thiele et al., 2018; Mauro
etal., 2018; Agrawal et al., 2017; Staufer et al., 2017; Crespo et al., 2012; Wahl et al., 2012;
AH7 5, 2012; Cobbold et al., 2010: Friedrich-Rust et al., 2010; ©]%g3] 5, 2010)2.& &I
FibroScan A Ze8eE Aik= 7 ARk Aol w2t [3 3.2~3.4]00 Uro] AAsHT

17# 7k f-2lgh 7H 438K F=>2)2] ZIHA] FibroScan?] AR LS B 13232 11H(Inadomi
et al., 2020; Staufer et al., 2019; Staufer et al., 2017; Ragazzo et al., 2017; Fernandes et al.,
2017: Schmid et al., 2015; Wahl et al., 2012; #¥7 &, 2012; Cespo et al., 2012; Cobbold
et al., 2010; Friedrich-Rust et al., 2010)°]11t}. ZF &3 2Hgetco] HejS A e Fol3h
7H498KF=>2) 2t A] FibroScan®] AUROC 0.814~0.861, W17 0.63~0.89, £°]% 0.58~0.95,
FAEE 0.55~0.97, 2895 % 0.51~0.90, F/d9=H] 2.02~9.11, 5/39%=H] 0.18~0.48,
HAAPE®E 0.67~0.83°02 H 15T

A2t E= AE A-83HF>3) At A FibroScan?] I3t S B gt 232 13H(Inadomi et
al., 2020; Staufer et al., 2019; Mauro et al., 2018; 3JA&- 5, 2018; Staufer et al., 2017; Ragazzo

etal., 2017; Agrawal et al., 2017; Wong et al., 2014; Trembling et al., 2014; Wahl et al., 2012;
%7 5, 2012; Cobbold et al., 2010; Friedrich-Rust et al., 2010)°|3it}. ZF E3E A28 =
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e 7HAA8HF>3) At A] FibroScan?] A2+ e+= AUROC 0.839~0.902, 9I#= 0.51~0.91,
E0]% (0.72~0.96, FFAZ 0.54~0.96, SA4NIEE 0.70~0.98, F/3TH] 3.4~25.6, 49 H]
0.09~0.56, AAFESIE 0.77~0.802.2 H 11519},

7t 733K F=4)9] ZIHA] FibroScan HAH] AT g B gt 232 119 (5172 5, 2018; Staufer
et al., 2017; Ragazzo et al., 2017; Fernandes et al., 2017; Agrawal et al., 2017; Schmid et al.,
2015; Wong et al., 2014; Trembling et al., 2014; AH7A &, 2012; Cespo et al., 2012;
Friedrich-Rust et al., 2010)°]1t}t. Z+ B8 E B V¥ FibroScan AA] e E+= AUROC
0.97~0.99, BIZE 0.62~1.0, Eo|%= 0.74~0.97, FANZE 0.26~0.80, 24°5% 0.72~1.0,
Fg9-H] 2.90~34.3, S499-=H] 0~0.40, HAPHSE 0.74~0.972 HI5IFch

Zr 52 ol gk -7 §lo] St & AARHEE 1H(Thiele et al., 2018) 310 1 2
(3£ 3.4]°] A AAISFA.

A 753k AARR} @ 714E HARRI APRI(Asparate aminotransferase-to-platelet ratio Index)
HARE H]|w s E92 14H(Tsuji et al., 2020; ©]983] 5, 2010; Abdel-Hameed et al., 2020; Polyzos
et al., 2019; Fujita et al., 2018; Thiele et al., 2018; Ragazzo et al., 2017; Puigvehi et al., 2016;
Schmid et al., 2015; Peterson et al., 2014; FA¥7 &, 2014; Martinez et al., 2011; Carrion et
al., 2010; Cobbold et al., 2010)°]1t}. 1 5, 7FA-5-5} 571 tfst APRI HARS] Age e Avts
HIIRH £ 9HO|ATHIE 3.2~F 3.4].

o] & ot 7+ A-RekF=2)9] JHA] APRIS| IS H gt 282 3H(Tsuji et al., 2020:
Fernandes et al., 2017; Martinez et al., 2011)°]1t}. AUROC= 1H(Tsuji et al., 2020)°f 4%k
0.812% R 15}, ZF EolHE B e A S A EH W E 0.40~0.91, £0]% 0.51~0.92,
FFASE 0.56~0.81, SF9S5E 0.64~0.91, FFFEH] 1.9~5.13, S44F=H] 0.2~0.64,
AP 0.68~0.77% HI53iTh

AR B= X184 7 AR2HF>3) XITA] APRIQ] % CP@QE—% HgE 232 1H(Fujita et al.,
2018)°13itt. aig %@C’ﬂ/ﬂ ByE A= 94T 0.62, E°0l% 0.87, FAH9=% 0.60,
2/301E % 0.88, Y5 H] 4.81, 2441 0.43, AAPISE 0.812 Ealstrt.

THESHF>4) AHHA] APRIS] AT E W 15 232 2H(Fernandes et al., 2017; Martinez et
al., 20114 B s AHAS T = 97T 0.50~0.82, E°]%= 0.74~0.87, FA9=E 0.22~0.64,
SA9ZE 0.88~0.95, FFFEH] 3.15~3.89, 245 H] 0.24~0.570]1. 0.1, HAPYE == H11gh
1H(Fernandes et al. 2017)°4+= 0.84°]3it}.

ZH A58 o gt & Qlo] APRIAANY] AHASEE AAISH £ = 4B (Polyzos et al., 2019;
Thiele et al., 2018; Puigvehi et al., 2016; Peterson et al., 2014)2] 23} [ 3.4]0] 314 A|AI5HACE
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FIB-4 index

®

I 75 AARRE 4718 HARI FIB-4 (Fibrosis index based on four factors) IndexE B]t
F912 128H(Abdel-Hameed et al., 2020; Anstee et al., 2019; Guillaume et al., 2019; Polyzos
et al., 2019; Staufer et al., 2019; Fujita et al., 2018; Thiele et al., 2018; Ragazzo et al., 2017,
Puigvehi et al., 2016; Schmid et al., 2015; Martinez et al., 2011; ©]g3] &, 2010) °] it

o] & FIB-49] AAHSLEE B 13 B2 5H(Tsuji et al., 2020; Staufer et al., 2019; Thiele et
al., 2018; Fujita et al., 2018; Puigvehi et al., 2016)°2& o] & -F-9Jst 7+ H-7-5}H (F=>2) AIHA| FIB-49]
ARG E B st EHA 28 (Tsuji et al., 2020; Staufer et al., 2019)°0.2 7+ E3H A=
AUROC (Tsuji et al., 2020) 0.676, ¥17+%= 0.38~0.77, £°]%= 0.50~0.97, FAIZE 0.38~0.90,
&%= 0.71~0.85, FF=H] 1.57~14.5, S/3%=H] 0.43~0.63, AAFIEE 0.58~0.74=
Husigich

AR E= /8 7 AR8HF=3) ATA] FIB-49] A4St g H 3k 231 2] £3(Staufer et al.,
2019; Fujita et al., 2018)0ll4] B 118 Jegehe= W= 0.48~0.65, 5°]%= 0.89~0.96, FA&S=
0.65~0.82, /39&% 0.84~0.89, ¥+ H] 6.09~13.4, 2/3-F%H] 0.38~0.5, AAFIS: =
0.83°] A

732 F=4)9] AL E B gk 732 0Hol et 7R3 g ol gt & glo] At e =s
AR EA% 23(Thiele et al., 2018; Puigvehi et al., 2016) 23 [3F 3.4]°0 A A AISFATE.

® FibroTest

B3 7Hda5F AARRF @79 HARRI FibroTest AARR}F H| W SF #3912 4W(Thiele et al., 2018;
Guechot et al., 2012; 72873 5, 2012; Friedrich-Rust et al., 2010) ©]9J2[# 3.1], 71 & FibroTest9
A== B35 2312 33 (Thiele et al., 2018; Schmid et al., 2015; Friedrich-Rust et al.,
2010)0] ¥tk

9%t 7HdR-8KF=>2) A 3t FibroTeste] Aot E S H 175 22| £3(Schmid et al., 2015;
Friedrich-Rust et al., 2010)°14 AHAHS == 9T 0.57~0.75, E°]% 0.60~0.64, FAHANZE
0.54~0.73, S49&% 0.41~0.82, FFEH] 1.42~2.10, /3%-=H] 0.37~0.71, BAFEE=
0.58~0.68°] 4t}

A7 B = APA] 7F A8IHF>3) AT 93t FibroTeste] ATASHE S H 15 2312 0Ho| )
V48K F=4) S 95t FibroTest?] AT LE H1SE 2HO] F3A(Schmid et al., 2015;
Friedrich-Rust et al., 2010)°14] AHAH S == AT 0.63~0.85, E0]% 0.75~0.90, FAHANZSE
0.36~0.53, 2495 0.96~0.97, FFEH] 3.55~6.68, S/4-F-=H| 0.18~0.40, BAE =
0.77~0.86°]|4t}.

Thiele et al. (2018) H++=7H 478 Ao tfst F+& §lo] FibroTestd] AHAEEE W E 0.66,
£0]% 0.86, FHOIZE 0.60, 2/3=%E 0.89, FAH=H] 5.12, 243 H] 0.38, AAIEE 0.822
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H 3.2 &% MR8 ZAI i A TITHYst: AN (F>2)
T HRF RERED]
_ ZIApH AUROC ]
(BohA) ZICHE () Stage cut-off (5% Cl) Sen Spe PPV NPV LR+ LR- TR
Stage F22
Tsuji (2020) ELF CHB (96) F>2 9.25 0.816 0.77 0.73 0.53 0.89 2.98 0.30 0.75
Tsuji (2020) M2BPGi CHB (96) F>2 0.890 0.902 0.92 0.82 0.67 0.96 5.26 0.08 0.85
Tsuji (2020) APRI CHB (96) F22 0.534 0.812 0.81 0.75 0.56 0.91 3.30 0.24 0.77
Tsuiji (2020) FIB-4 CHB (96) F>2 1.264 0.676 0.77 0.50 0.38 0.85 1.57 0.43 0.58
Inadomi (2020) ELF NAFLD (200) | F>2 9.86 0.826% 0.72 0.71 0.77 0.64 2.51 0.38 0.72
(0.773-0.878)
Inadomi (2020) FibroScan | NAFLD (200) | F>2 NR 0.814" - - - - - - -
(0.758-0.869)
0.785*
Inadomi (2020) FIB-4 NAFLD (200) | F>2 NR (0.726-0.844) - - - - - - -
Abdel-hameed HIV/HCV(147)
ELF F>2 9.63 - 0.73 0.96 0.92 0.87 23.7 0.27 0.88

(2020) HCV (98)
Staufer (2019) ELF NAFLD (186) | F>2 9.1 - 0.81 0.75 0.67 0.87 3.35 0.24 0.77
Staufer (2019) FibroScan | NAFLD (186) | F>2 8.20 Kpa - 0.84 0.58 0.55 0.85 2.02 0.26 0.68
Staufer (2019) FIB-4 NAFLD (186) | F>2 2.67 - 0.38 0.97 0.90 0.71 14.5 0.63 0.74
Staufer (2017) ELF CLD (392) | F>2 9.2 0.819 - - - - - - -
Staufer (2017) FibroScan CLD (392 F>2 9.4 Kpa 0.85 - - - - - - -
Raggzzo (2017) ELF HCV (107) | F>2 8.98 0.70 0.83 0.56 0.59 0.81 1.9 0.31 -
Raggzzo (2017) FibroScan HCV (107) F>2 6.5 Kpa 0.83 0.71 0.92 0.91 0.75 9.11 0.31 -
Raggzzo (2017) APRI HCV (107) | F>2 0.67 0.69 0.48 0.86 0.79 0.60 3.44 0.6 -
Raggzzo (2017) FIB-4 HCV (107) F>2 1.29 0.76 0.68 0.76 0.76 0.68 2.83 0.42 -
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Ch& At

15X IO SES
) Rt ZARY AUROC )
(EHdm) T (%) Stage cut-off — Sen Spe PPV NPV LR+ LR- ZARERE
0
Stage F2
Fernandes (2017 ELF HCV (117) F>2 >9.37 - 0.77 0.73 0.71 0.79 2.88 0.30 0.75
Fernandes (2017 FibroScan HCV (117) F>2 NR - 0.87 0.71 0.72 0.86 3.04 0.18 0.78
Fernandes (2017 APRI HCV (117) F>2 - 0.40 0.92 0.81 0.64 5.1 0.64 0.68
Fernandes (2015 ELF CHC (120) F>2 > - 0.72 0.83 0.78 0.78 4.29 0.32 0.78
HIV/HCV >9.0
Schmid (2015) ELF / F>2 ? - 0.77 0.68 0.56 0.85 2.46 0.33 0.71
(105) (Sen+Spe=max)
HIV/HCV >72
Schmid (2015) FibroScan / F>2 - 0.75 0.82 0.71 0.85 4.26 0.29 0.79
(105) (Sen+Spe=max)
HIV/HCV >11
Schmid (2015) APRI / F>2 - 0.55 0.87 0.72 0.77 455 0.50 0.75
(105) (Sen+Spe=max)
HIV/HCV >2.63
Schmid (2015) FIB-4 / F>2 - 0.51 0.92 0.79 0.77 6.77 0.52 0.77
(105) (Sen+Spe=max)
HIV/HCV >2.63
Schmid (2015) Fibro-Test / F>2 - 0.75 0.64 0.54 0.82 2.10 0.37 0.68
(105) (Sen+Spe=max)
Chronic
Wahl (2012) ELF ) F>2 8.99 - 0.85 0.70 0.59 0.90 2.9 0.20 0.75
liver Dx (102)
) Chronic
Wahl (2012) FibroScan ) F>2 8.5 Kpa - 0.85 0.73 0.61 0.90 3.2 0.2 0.77
liver Dx (102)
0.901*
21174 >
21H7 (2012) ELF CHB (170) F>2 8.5 (0.849-0.959) 0.85 0.85 0.93 0.71 6.0 0.16 0.85
0.937*
21174 : >
21H7 (2012) FibroScan CHB (170) F>2 8 Kpa (0.908-0971) 0.77 0.95 0.97 0.63 19.0 0.23 0.82
247 (2012) FibroTest* CHB (170) F>2 0.31 089 0.75 0.97 0.98 0.61 - - -

(0.850-0.942)
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Sy AR REEET
_ HAPH AUROC _
(FHdT) g (3) Stage | cut—off ©5% C) Sen Spe PPV NPV LR+ LR- ZARERE
0
Stage F22
Guechot (2012) ELF CHC (512) F>2 NR - 0.85 0.61 0.67 0.82 2.25 0.22 0.73
Crespo (2012) TS ELF CLD (146) F>2 9.4 0.764* 0.75 0.68 0.70 0.73 2.32 0.37 -
Crespo (2012) TS FibroScan CLD (146) F>2 8.3 Kpa 0.861* 0.77 0.83 0.81 0.79 4.53 0.28 -
Crespo (2012) LT ELF CLD (146) F>2 NR - 0.86 0.56 0.59 0.84 1.96 0.24 0.68
Crespo (2012) LT FibroScan CLD (146) F>2 NR - 0.81 0.80 0.75 0.85 4.05 0.23 0.80
Crespo (2012) No LT | ELF CLD (146) F>2 NR - 0.78 0.76 0.81 0.74 34 0.27 0.77
Crespo (2012) No LT | FibroScan CLD (146) F>2 NR - 0.84 0.80 0.84 0.80 4.4 0.18 0.83
0.816*
Martinz (2011 ELF il F>2 <-04 0.90 0.52 0.80 0.73 1.9 0.2 0.77
artinz (2011) CHC (340) 045 | 176-0.86)
Martinz (2011) APRI CHC (340) F>2 <15 0.8% 0.47 0.93 0.93 0.46 6.7 0.6
artinz > <1. . ) ) ) ) ) -
(0.79-0.88)
Martinz (2011) FIB-4 CHC (340) F>2 NR 0.85°
artinz - > - - - - - - -
(0.81-0.89)
Cobbold (2010) ELF CHC (67) F>2 NR - 0.83 0.70 0.77 0.77 2.79 0.23 0.77
Cobbold (2010) FibroScan CHC (67) F>2 NR - 0.89 0.66 0.76 0.83 2.67 0.16 0.79
Cobbold (2010) APRI CHC (67) F>2 NR - 0.83 0.76 0.81 0.79 3.59 0.21 0.80
N CHC (36), CHB (10)
Friedrich-Rust (2010) | ELF _ F>2 9,78 - 0.77 0.80 0.88 0.64 3.87 0.28 0.78
HUEEEY 2+83t (28)




" HEE RERED]
- A AUROC i
(FHAE) TICHy () Stage | cut-off —_— Sen Spe PPV NPV LR+ LR- | ZAREEE
0
Stage F22
L ) CHC (36), CHB (10)
Friedrich-Rust (2010) FibroScan . F>2 7.20 Kpa - 0.63 0.76 0.83 0.51 2.63 0.48 0.67
HLLEEY 7+83H(29)
L ) CHC (36), CHB (10)
Friedrich-Rust (2010) FibroTest ) F>2 0.32 - 0.57 0.60 0.73 0.41 1.42 0.71 0.58
HLEEEY 7+3t (28)

CHB, Chronic hepatitis B; CHC, Chronic hepatitis C; CLD, Chronic liver disease; HCV, hepatitis C virus; HIV, Human immunodeficiency virus; Inf, infinity; LT, liver transplantation;

LR likelihood ratio; NAFLD, nonalcoholic fatty liver disease; NPV, negative predictive value; NR, not reported; PPV, positive predictive value; Sen, sensitivity; Spe, specificity
x2S HAZLL,




H 3.3 83 23t AR H| W ZAHO| XITHESt: At (F>3, F=4)
A R|CHASHA
XK CHAXE Flchskd
_ ZARH AUROC ]
(EHdm) I (3) Stage cut-off 5% C) Sen Spe PPV NPV LR+ LR- | ZhEEE
0
Stage F=3
. 0.812*
Inadomi (2020) ELF NAFLD (200) F>3 10.38 0.69 0.81 0.68 0.82 3.69 0.37 0.77
(0.752-0.872)
Inadomi (2020) FibroScan NAFLD (200) F>3 NR 0839" - - - - - - -
B (0.786-0.892)
Inadomi (2020) FIB-4 NAFLD (200) F>3 NR 0.784"
n mi - 2 - - - - - - -
oco (0.723-0.845)
Abdel-h d HIV/HCV (147)
e-namee ELF >3 | 963 - 0.89 0.96 089 | 096 | 228 | 011 | 094
(2020) HCV (98)
Staufer (2019) ELF NAFLD (186) F>3 9.8 - 0.71 0.89 0.71 0.89 6.9 0.31 0.84
Staufer (2019) FibroScan NAFLD (186) F>3 11 Kpa - 0.91 0.72 0.54 0.96 3.40 0.1 0.77
Staufer (2019) FIB-4 NAFLD (186) F>3 2.67 - 0.48 0.96 0.82 0.84 13.4 0.5 0.83
M (2018) ELF 4 OIS SVR g 10.25 0.764" 0.73 0.69 0.59 0.81 2.40 0.37
* F>3 . . . . . . . -
auro 03l ZISRYUBIRY(112) (0.667-0.860)
7t OjAlEE2 SVR HZ 0.902*%
Mauro (2018)* FibroScan _ a _ F>3 10.6 Kpa 0.82 0.88 0.80 0.89 7.07 0.20 -
Cg E%IH 2ISEXK112) (0.842-0.963)
5Kk (2018) ELF CHB (222) F>3 Sn+Sp max 9.8 - 0.53 0.71 0.76 0.46 1.87 0.65 0.59
SIAF2 (2018) FibroScan CHB (222) F>3 Sn+Sp max 9 - 0.80 0.81 0.88 0.70 43 0.24 0.80
Fujita (2018) ELF HCV (122) F>3 9.97 (75%) - 0.65 0.87 0.61 0.89 5.07 0.39 0.81
Fujita (2018) APRI HCV (122) F>3 1.13 (m) (75%) - 0.62 0.87 0.60 0.88 4.8 04 0.81
Fujita (2018) FIB-4 HCV (122) F>3 1.76 (m) (75%) - 0.65 0.89 0.65 0.89 6.09 0.38 0.83
Stuafer (2017) ELF CLD(392): NALD (171) F>3 99 0.858 - - - - - - -
Stuafer (2017) FibroScan | CLD(392): NALD (171) | F>3 11.1 kpa 0.89 - - - - - - -
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T TRIR AERER
_ ZAH AUROC ]
(BHAE) g (3) Stage cut-off ©5% O Sen Spe PPV NPV LR+ LR- TARERE
Stage F=3
Raggzzo (2017) ELF HCV (107) F>3 9.47 0.82 0.83 0.70 0.37 0.95 2.75 0.25 -
Raggzzo (2017) FibroScan HCV (107) F>3 7.1 Kpa 0.85 0.80 0.79 0.54 0.93 3.86 0.25 -
Raggzzo (2017) APRI HCV (107) F>3 0.67 0.71 0.60 0.77 0.44 0.86 2.56 0.52 -
Raggzzo (2017) FIB-4 HCV (107) F>3 1.22 0.77 0.84 0.60 0.40 0.92 2.13 0.26 -
Agrawal (2017) ELF CLD (115) F>3 9.29 - 0.58 0.69 0.44 0.80 1.90 0.59 0.66
Agrawal (2017) FibroScan CLD (115) F>3 7.95 Kpa - 0.73 0.79 0.59 0.87 35 0.33 0.77
Fernandes (2015) | ELF CHC (120) F>3 NR - 0.73 0.90 0.58 0.94 7.44 0.29 0.87
Wong (2014) ELF CHB (239) F>3 max Sn+Sp - 0.62 0.65 0.54 0.72 1.81 0.57 0.64
Wong (2014) FibroScan CHB (238) F>3 max Sn+Sp - 0.64 0.83 0.72 0.77 3.99 0.42 0.76
Trembling (2014) | ELF CHB (182) F>3 10.41 - 0.44 0.94 0.83 0.74 85 0.58 0.76
Trembling (2014) | FibroScan CHB (182) F>3 9.35 Kpa - 0.79 0.86 0.77 0.87 6.06 0.24 0.84
Wah! (2012) ELF CLD (102) F>3° 9.39 - 1.0 0.76 0.34 1.0 4.3 0 0.79
Wahl (2012) FibroScan CLD (102) F>3' 17.45 kpa - 0.90 1 1 0.98 - 0.09 0.99
0.860*
AHA (2012) ELF CHB (170) F>3 9.4 (0.805-0.915) 0.83 0.77 0.78 0.82 3.7 0.21 0.80
AHA (2012) FibroScan CHB (170) F>3 10.10 Kpa ?j:f;o.%:%) 0.90 0.96 0.96 0.91 25.6 0.09 0.93
AHA (2012) FibroTest* CHB (170) F>3 0.5 36?532717—0.964) 0.85 0.97 0.97 0.87 - - -
Guechot (2012) | ELF CHC (512 [ F>3 | R 0.82* (0.74-0.82) | 0.90 0.63 051 093 | 244 0.15 0.71
Martinez (2011) ELF CHC (340) F>3 NR 0.83* (0.79-0.87) - - - - - - -
Martinez (2011) APRI CHC (340) F>3 NR 0.86* (0.82-0.90) - - - - - - -
Martinez (2011) FIB-4 CHC (340) F>3 <1.45 0.87* (0.83-0.91) 0.92 0.64 0.74 0.90 2.6 0.12 -
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15X I OSES
_ Rt ZAAH AUROC ]
(FHaE) FICHY () Stage | cut-off i Sen Spe PPV NPV LR+ LR- | Z\REE
0
Stage F=3
Cobbold (2010) ELF CHC (67) F>3° 9.4 - 0.92 0.79 0.54 0.97 447 0.09 0.82
Cobbold (2010) FibroScan CHC (67) F>3° NR - 0.78 0.86 0.61 0.93 5.94 0.24 -
Cobbold (2010) APRI CHC (67) F>3* NR - 0.85 0.77 0.50 0.95 3.78 0.18 -
CHC (36), CHB(10)
Friedrich-Rust (2010) ELF ) F>3 10.22 - 0.74 0.69 0.63 0.78 2.45 0.36 0.71
HUYEEY 7185t (28)
CHC (36), CHB(10) 12.50
Friedrich-Rust (2010) FibroScan ) F>3 - 0.51 0.86 0.72 0.71 3.69 0.56 0.71
HUYEEY 7185t (28) kpa
L CHC (36), CHB(10)
Friedrich-Rust (2010) ) F>3 0.59 - 0.38 0.88 0.70 0.66 3.32 0.69 0.67
HUYEEY 7185t (28)
Stage F=4
HIV/HCV (147)
Abdel-hameed (2020) | ELF F=4 10.45 - 0.63 0.99 0.90 0.95 68.0 0.37 0.94
HCV (98
) Sn+Sp
5Kk (2018) ELF CHB (222) F=4 - 0.66 0.57 0.63 0.60 1.56 0.58 0.62
max 9.5
) ] Sn+Sp
oIXtE (2018) FibroScan CHB (222) F=4 10 - 0.75 0.74 0.76 0.72 2.90 0.33 0.74
max
Stuafer (2017) ELF CLD (392 F=4 9.8 0.909* - - - - - - -
Stuafer (2017) FibroScan CLD (392) F=4 16.6 Kpa 0.97* - - - - - - -
Ragazzo (2017) ELF HCV (107) F=4 11 0.94 0.20 1.0 1.0 0.94 inf 0.8 -
Ragazzo (2017) FibroScan HCV (107) F=4 27 0.99 1.0 0.99 0.67 1.0 105 0 -
Ragazzo (2017) APRI HCV (107) F=4 43 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1- 0 -
Ragazzo (2017) FIB-4 HCV (107) F=4 6.51 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 inf 0 -
Fernandes (2017) ELF HCV (117) F=4 >10.31 - 0.87 0.73 0.19 0.98 3.28 0.17 0.74
Fernandes (2017) FibroScan HCV (117) F=4 NR - 1.0 0.79 0.26 1.0 49 0 0.81
Fernandes (2017) APRI HCV (117) F=4 >2.0 - 0.50 0.87 0.22 0.95 3.89 0.57 0.84
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NEC

X|CASRA
1% ZAH AUROC =T
(BUIL) = e (%) cut-off Sen Spe PPV NPV LR+ LR- | ZAREE
(95% CI)
Stage F=4
DrgZ RSt
Agrawal (2017) ELF (115 10.12 - 1.0 0.84 0.42 1.0 6.43 0 0.86
Dbt
Agrawal (2017) FibroScan 115) 18.3 Kpa - 1.0 0.97 0.80 1.0 343 0 0.97
Fernandes (2015) ELF CHC (120) NR - 0.87 0.77 0.21 0.98 3.92 0.16 0.78
Schmid (2015) ELF HIV/HCV (105) >11.3 - 0.28 0.98 0.80 0.89 25.1 0.72 0.89
Schmid (2015) FibroScan HIV/HCV (105) >12.5 - 0.85 0.92 0.66 0.97 12.14 0.15 0.91
211
Schmid (2015) APRI HIV/HCV (105) - 0.92 0.82 0.44 0.98 5.22 0.08 0.83
(sen+spe=max)
>1.94
Schmid (2015) FIB-4 HIV/HCV (105) - 1.0 0.74 0.37 1.0 3.86 0 0.77
(sen+spe=max)
] ) >0.77
Schmid (2015) FibroTest HIV/HCV (105) - 0.85 0.75 0.36 0.97 3.55 0.18 0.77
(sen+spe=max)
Wong (2014) ELF CHB (238) max Sn+Sp - 0.78 0.47 0.31 0.87 1.48 0.45 0.54
Wong (2014) FibroScan CHB (238) NR - 0.62 0.92 0.72 0.88 8.75 0.40 0.85
Trembling (2014) ELF CHB (182) 10.68 - 0.44 0.95 0.69 0.87 9.26 0.58 0.85
Trembling (2014) FibroScan CHB (182) 11.85 Kpa - 0.83 0.89 0.66 0.95 8.1 0.18 0.88
0.862*
444 (2012 HB (17 10.1 7 7 . .87 32 37 7
(2012) ELF CHB (170) 0 (0.809-0.915) 0.70 0.78 0.55 0.8 33 0.3 0.76
0.963*
7174 i
1A (2012) FibroScan CHB (170) 14.0 Kpa (0.937-0.969) 0.87 0.88 0.74 0.94 7.85 0.14 0.88
0.881
2 i * 67 7 7 : 91 - - -
(2012) FibroTest CHB (170) 0.6 (0.828-0.935) 0.78 0.78 0.68 0.9
0.85*
Guechot (2012) ELF CHC (512 NR 0.16 0.89 0.82 0.25 1.51 0.93 0.33
(0.81-0.90)
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oo TRSR AEREY
) ZA AUROC ]
(FHr) T () Stage | cut-off o Sen Spe PPV | NPV LR+ LR- | ZhREE
0
Stage F=4
Crespo (2012)-LT ELF CLD(146)- LT (87) F=4 NR - 0.77 0.71 0.24 0.96 2.75 0.30 0.72
Crespo (2012)-LT FibroScan CLD(146)- LT (87) F=4 NR - 0.88 0.88 0.47 0.98 7.7 0.12 0.88
Crespo (2012)-no LT ELF CLD(146)-no LT (59) | F=4 NR - 0.86 0.88 0.72 0.95 7.6 0.15 0.88
Crespo (2012)-no LT FibroScan | CLD(146)- no LT (59) | F=4 NR - 0.93 0.79 0.60 0.97 4.56 0.08 0.83
0.82*
Martinz (2011) ELF CHC (340) F=4 <1.73 0.52 0.90 0.75 0.76 53 0.52 0.76
(0.78-0.87)
0.86*
Martinz (2011 APRI CHC (340 F=4 <1 0.82 0.74 0.64 0.88 3.2 0.2 -
artinz (2011) (340 (0.82-0.90)
. 0.89%
Martinz (2011) FIB-4 CHC (340) F=4 NR - - - - - - -
(0.85-0.92)
- CHC (36), CHB (10) | __
Friedrich-Rust (2010) ELF St TN 7125408) F=4 10.31 - 0.90 0.61 0.29 0.97 2.38 0.14 0.66
L i CHC (36), CHB (10)
Friedrich-Rust (2010) FibroScan Suby RN 7125(08) F=4 17.6 Kpa - 0.81 0.90 0.60 0.96 8.5 0.20 0.89
o _ CHC (36), CHB (10) | __
Friedrich-Rust (2010) FibroTest Sy TEN 71245(08) F=4 0.73 - 0.63 0.90 0.53 0.93 6.68 0.40 0.86

CHB, Chronic hepatitis B; CHC, Chronic hepatitis C; CLD, Chronic liver disease; HCV, hepatitis C virus; HIV, Human immunodeficiency virus; Inf, infinity; LT, liver transplantation;
LR.likelihood ratio; NADL, nonalcoholic liver disease; NAFLD, nonalcoholic fatty liver disease; NPV, negative predictive value; NR, not reported; PPV, positive predictive value; Sen,

sensitivity; Spe, specificity: TS, training set

* = HMAZL

§ ISHAK 7|& Z7Hdut — METAVIR 71& #atty
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NEC

H 3.4 2% 7198} ZAle HlmZARC| ZITHEEHE ZTf (F: NR & any fibrosis)
F =
1K} CheSXt ERE,
_ ZAH AUROC ]
(EoHAE) ZIchH () Stage | cut-off (5% C) Sen Spe PPV NPV LR+ LR- TR
0
Stage NR, Any Fibrosis

NAFLD (31), SS(15),
Polyzos (2019) ELF NR 9 - 0.87 0.80 0.93 0.66 4.35 0.16 0.85

NASH(16), Control(10)

NAFLD (31), SS(15),
Polyzos (2019) APRI NR 0.5 - 0.87 0.70 0.90 0.63 2.90 0.18 0.82

NASH(16), Control(10)
Gullaume (2019) ELF NAFLD (417) NR >10.0 - 0.47 0.89 0.75 0.71 4.54 0.5 0.72
Thiele (2018)* ELF ALD (289) NR > 105 - 0.78 0.90 0.71 0.93 8.3 0.23 0.87

_ FibroScan
Thiele (2018)* (D) ALD (289) NR > 15 - 0.85 0.93 0.79 0.95 13.3 0.15 0.91
Thiele (2018)* APRI ALD (289) NR > 10 - 0.37 0.89 0.52 0.82 3.67 0.69 0.77
Thiele (2018)* Fibro-Test ALD (289) NR > 0.58 - 0.66 0.86 0.60 0.89 512 0.38 0.82
Thiele (2018)* FIB-4 ALD (289) NR > 3.25 - 0.57 0.90 0.64 0.87 6.08 0.46 0.82
Puigvehi (2016) ELF HCV (197) NR >9.8 0.868* 0.68 0.80 0.84 0.62 3.48 0.39 0.73
Puigvehi (2016) APRI HCV (191) NR >0.5 0.845* 0.88 0.52 0.73 0.75 1.87 0.21 0.74
Puigvehi (2016) FIB-4 HCV (191) NR >1.45 0.858* 0.75 0.82 0.87 0.69 4.42 0.29 0.78
0.880*
Peterson (2014) ELF CHC (191) NR >9.88 0.52 0.97 0.96 0.64 23.2 0.48 0.73
(0.797-0.937)
0.856*
Peterson (2014) APRI CHC (191) NR >1.20 0.52 0.93 0.89 0.63 7.8 0.51 0.71
(0.769-0.919)

CHB, Chronic hepatitis B; CHC, Chronic hepatitis C; CLD, Chronic liver disease; HCV, hepatitis C virus; HIV, Human immunodeficiency virus;
LR likelihood ratio; NADL, nonalcoholic liver disease; NAFLD, nonalcoholic fatty liver disease; NPV, negative predictive value; NR, not reported;
sensitivity; Spe, specificity

* 2 HMAZLDL
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Inf, infinity; LT, liver transplantation;
PPV, positive predictive value; Sen,




(F>2, F>23 F=4, Stage NR & any fibrosis)

A X|CXS]
o CHASXE dEpsin
_ ZARH AUROC i
(FHdT) T (%) Stage Cut-off —_— Sen Spe PPV NPV LR+ LR- ZARERE
0
Stage F22
Alkhouri (2011) | ELF NAFLD (111) | F22 NR 0.968
ourl 2 - - - - - - -
(0.937-0.998)
Nobli (2009) ELF NAFLD (112) | F22 10.18 - 0.94 0.92 0.69 0.98 12.77 0.06 0.92
Stage F23
, 0.948
Miele (2017) ELF NAFLD 82) | F>3 NR 0.85-1) 0.86 0.92 0.72 0.96 11.61 0.14 0.91
2 TR e '
> —
Fagan (2015) ELF ax @9 | P >9.8 0.74 0.92 0.75 0.92 9.8 0.27 0.88
_ 0.962
Alkhouri (2011) | ELF NAFLD (111) | F=3 NR - - - - - - -
(0.925-0.998)
0.85*
Parkes (2011 ELF CHB (347 F>3 10.22 0.70 0.85 0.61 0.89 46 0.35 0.81
arkes (2011) (347) (0.81-0.89)
Nobli (2009) ELF NAFLD (112) | F23 10,51 - 1.0 0.98 0.80 1.0 52 0 0.98
Guha (2008) ELF NAFLD (192) | F>3 0.356(1) - 0.79 0.89 0.70 0.93 7.8 0.22 0.87
Stage NR & any fibrosis
0.742%
Lopez (2017) ELF NAFLD (57) | NR 8.72 0.71 0.74 073 0.72 2.75 0.38 -
(0.607-0.847)
Alkhouri (2011) | ELF NAFLD (111) | Any F 8.49 0.924%
r n . - - - - - - -
o Y (0.869-0.978)

CHB, chronic hepatitis B; CHC, chronic hepatitis C; CLD, chronic liver disease; F, fibrosis; HCV, hepatitis C virus; HIV, human immunodeficiency virus; LT, liver transplantation;

LRlikelihood ratio; NAFLD, nonalcoholic fatty liver disease; NPV, negative predictive value; NR, not reported; PPV, positive predictive value; Sen, sensitivity; Spe, specificity
*ERIOIA HMIAGE 2t
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NEC i3 7493} ZIA}

8% 7H98h A0 AShE WAL 1H419510) 19 o] wet A AF22, F23, P4
FEsto] Sastoict

7+ dR3t 7ol A Rofet 71 A-ReF>2) o] tiet 7 7Hd-Rat At thieh Xt WiERE Al

AT 431 5 v GAE 3 570l AEglol AA H(2x2 table) F&°] 7Fs3 15 (Tsuiji
et al., 2020; Inadomi et al., 2020; Abdel-hameed et al., 2020; Staufer et al., 2019; Fernandes
et al., 2017; Fernandes et al., 2015; Schimid et al., 2015; Wahl et al., 2012; ZH7 5, 2012;
Guechot et al., 2012: Crespo et al., 2012; Martinez et al., 2011; Cobbold et al., 2010;
Friedrich-Rust et al., 2010; Nobli et al., 2009) 322 5}9tt. Crespo et al. (2012) 7=
2k ol4] ML) vl w(no LT) 2 & 217} FListo] HlEREA]of] 3tsteich
TRt THRelF=2) SRS thde & 83 THdRal AARE -3t w3 1530 tisf o|isF HE g
o]-gsto] HERZAS Al & ELF AAY] SVIE, SHS0I=E ARSIt 1E 3.4
et (F=2) o] it @74 sk dAre] S 0.80(95% CI: 0.75-0.84), S&=°I
0.79(95%CI: 0.71-0.85, FL/F+=H] 3.7(95% CL 2.8-5.1), S&=/d-%-=H] 0.25(95% CI:
0.21-0.31), SHAIRAM] 15(95% CI: 10-2D) Tt

Studyld : SENSITIVITY (95% CI) Studyld : SPECIFICITY (95% Cl)

1 1
Nobli (2009) : 0.94[0.71-1.00] Nobli (2009) i 0.93[0:85-0.97]
Friedrich-Rust (2010) | 0.78 [0.63 - 0.88] Friedrich-Rust (2010) E | 0.80 [0.59 - 0.93]
Cobbold (2010) | 0.84 [0.68 - 0.94] Cobbold (2010) |1 0.70[0.51 - 0.85]
Martinez (2011) : 0.90 [0.86 - 0.94] Martinez (2011) | & I 0.52[0.43-062]
Crespo (2012)-LT 0.86[0.71-0.85] Crespo (2012}LT | &1 0.56 [0.41 - 0.70]
Crespo (2012)-no LT 2 | o7o [0.61-091] Crespo (2012)-no LT = 0.77 [0.56 - 0.91]
Guechot (2012) : 0.86 [0.81 - 0.90] Guechot (2012) s : 0.62 [0.56 - 0.68]
Kim (2012) I 0.86 [0.78 - 0.92] Kim (2012) I 0.86 [0.73 - 0.94]
Wahl (2012) I 0.85 [0.69 - 0.95] Wahl (2012) 5 0.71[0.58 - 0.81]
Schimid (2015) : 0.40 [0 24 - 0 58] Schimid (2015) : 093 [0.83 - 0.98]
Fernandes (2015) } 0.73[0.59 - 0.84] Fernandes (2015) I 083 [0.72-0.91]
Fernandes (2017) I 0.78 [0.64 - 0.88] Fernandes (2017) I 0.73 [0.60 - 0.83]
Staufer (2019) ! 0.82 [0.71-0.90] Staufer (2019) I 0.76 [0.67 - 0.83]
Abdel-hameed (2020) ! 0.74 [0.63 - 0.83] Abdel-hameed (2020) : % | 0.97[0.93-099]
Inadomi (2020) : 073 [064 - 0.80] Inadomi (2020) : 0.71[060-081]
Tsuji (2020) I 0.78 [0.58 - 0.91] Tsuji (2020) ' 0.72 [0.60 - 0.83]

| |
COMBINED d 0.80[0.75 - 0.84] COMBINED d 0.79[0.71 - 0.85)]

: Q=7925 di=1500,p= 000 : @=140.89, df = 15.00. p= 0.00
_'_Lr 12 = 81.07 [72.50 - 89 64] _'_Lr 12 = 8935 [85 25 - 93 45)

Sl sttoirichy

O3 3.4 X 7HHQ3} ZAe| F>2 FISEYST Forest Plot
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2.2.2.2 83 ZM4gst AAel F>2 ZHdRst ™It SROC(Summary Receiver Operator

Characteristic)

FOlgt HREHE=2) Kt A] % 1HR3E AAN] NS} ol w5 Hlgo 2 3 SROC FAToA
AUCE= 0.86 (95% CI: 083-0.89)°2 UEFHTHIH 3.5].

1.0+

Sensitivity
o
w
1

(O observedData

Summary Operating Point
. SENS =0.80[0.75-0.84]
SPEC=079[0.71-0.85]

SROC Curvi
AUC =0 BE [U 83-0.89]

— 85% Confidence Contour

+ 95% Prediction Contour

0.0 T 1
1.0 05 0.0
Specificity

o
2

03 35 By 7HIR3 FAI9| F>2 M998 TVt SROC BM

FH
w
»
o
_>.|_|
N
%
40
ﬂ
oy
>
lo
M
\%
N
_\'l_
%

Fot Gor 2P HEREA

=o 1o ZL 3 =
T =3 ot 95% Cl
=% AT 0.80 0.75-0.84
=% S0l 0.79 0.71-0.85
¢ YR 3.7 2.8-5.1
=8 S| 0.25 0.21-0.31
=g} TIHWRH| 15 10-21
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3 P8 A

ool 7d-rek Aetoll Hiet ELF AAR] A ete

Q5 ZAIO| F>3 ICHystT
£ 493t oJnlsks F>3
AEH 438 F, HILAAL 538 5ol Aglo] A4 7

F 3=(2x2 table)o] 7F535t

12" (Inadomi et al., 2020; Abdel Hameed et al., 2020; Staufer et al., 2019; 5|X& &5, 2018;
Fujita et al., 2018; Agrwal et al., 2017; Fernandes et al., 2015; Trembling et al., 2014; Wahl

etal., 2012; 194 &

., 2012; Guechot et al., 2012) iAo =2 5}t

HRBHF=3) o] et B4 1H 95} ARe] A gEHEg B gk B e
olg3to] WEHEAS A9 F BH (HARS FAY] BIURE, EUSo|EES
6. 4171 e A A6 3HF=3) gkl thek 8 7193t A BRI

0.75(95% CI: 0.67-0.81), EgE0]x 0.86(95% CI: 0.81-0.90), E3IFAILEH] 5.3(95% CI;
3.8-7.5), 32/ H] 0.29(95% CI: 0.22-0.39), 57t

Studyld

Guha (2008)
Nobli (2009)
Friedrich-Rust {2010)
Cobbold (2010)
Parkes (2011)
Guechot (2012)

Kim (2012)

Wanl (2012)
Trembling (2014)
Wong (2014)

Fagan (2015)
Fernandes (2015)
Agrawal (2017)

Miele (2017)
Staufer (2017)
Fujita (2018)
AR (2018)
Staufer (2019)
Abdel-hameed (2020)
Inadomi (2020)

COMBINED

48

W AH] 18(95% CI: 10-31)°]th.

: SENSITIVITY (85% CI) Studyld : SPECIFICITY (95% CI)
1 1
.: 0.80 [0.65 - 0.90] Guha (2008) : 90 [0.84 - 0.94]
Ag 1.00 [0.63 - 1.00] Nabli (2009) I 0.96[0.93-1.00]
' 0.74[0.55 - 0.88] Friedrich-Rust (2010) | - : 0.70[0.54 - 0.83]
,:. 0.93 [0.66 - 1.00] Cobbold (2010) : 0.79 [0.66 - 0.89]
o} 070 [0 59 - 0.79] Parkes (2011) s | 085[080-089]
f- 0.90 [0 85 - 0.94] Guechot (2012) | & : 063 [0.58 - 0.68]
:- 0.84[0.74 - 0.91] Kim (2012) : 0.78 [0.67 - 0.86]
1- 1.00 [0.72 - 1.00] Wahl (2012) : 0.77 [0.67 - 0.85]
9 0.45 [0.33 - 0.57] Trembling (2014) @ | 0.95[0.89-0.98]
: 062 [052-072) Wong (2014) | ® : 066 [0.57 -073]
" 0.74 [0.63 - 0.84] Fagan (2015) 5| 092[0.88-0.95)
0.74[0.49 - 0.91] Fernandes (2015) ¥ | 0.90[0.83-0.03]
“ : 059 [0 41-0.75] Agrawal (2017) : 069 [0.58 - 0.79]
| 087[060-0.98] Miele (2017) % | 093[0.83-0.98)
= | 0.40 [0.24 - 0.58] Staufer (2017) ¥ | 093[0.83-0.08]
: 0.66 [0.46 - 0.82] Fujita (2018) | 0.87 [0.79 - 0.93]
I : 0.53 [0.45 - 0.62] AR (2018) I 072 [060-081]
B 0.71[057 -083] Staufer (2019) i 0.90 [0.83-094]
B 089[079-0.96] Abdel-hameed (2020) B 095002-098
.i 0.70 [0.58 - 0.80] Inadomi (2020) : 0.81[0.73-0.88]
1 I
d, 0.75[0 67 - 0.81] COMBINED d, 0.86[0.81 - 0.90]
: Q=162.12, df = 19.00, p= 0.00 : Q=265.03, df =19.00, p= 0.00
1 12 = 88.28 [84.15 - 92.41] 12 = 92,83 [0.64 - 95.02]
sty shEciFciy
O3 3.6 X 7R3 HAR| F>3 FICHHSIE Forest Plot
st dAe| F23 ZHdRst W7 SROC

ARsF (F=3) F7t Al @3 P93 JAR] T oL &
.88(95% CI: 0.84 - 0.90)& LFEFTH1E 3.7].

| =& v}gro &2 3+ SROC



1.0

Sensitivity
o
()
|

O Observed Data

Summary Operating Point
@ SENS=075[067-081]
SPEC = 0.86 [0.81-0.90]

SROC Curv
AUC=0 EE [[I 84-0.90]

— 95% Confidence Contour

-+ 95% Prediction Contour

0.0 T 1

1.0 0.5 0.0
Specificity

O3 37 A 7H9Q3H ARl F>3 7HIREH BJt SROC A

B 3.7 9% Hd7st GAe| F23 2HdRat 7t TIHER: HEREA
= FEu 95% Cl
S8t elge 0.75 0.67-0.81
S8t S0l 0.86 0.81-0.90
S YGPH| 5.3 38-75
S8 S8P&H| 0.29 0.22-0.39
S T 18 10-31

2.2.2.5 €™ 214[3 AAIS| F=4 FIHHEE

21733F & oJu|sh= F=40] thet 84 7HdR-3t AAR] 7 A3t 7ol diet Akt WiektA]
3F AdEd 439 5, ¥ngA 3 fFol AEgle] AAl #H(2x2 table) F&°] 7Fsdt
13¥(Abdel-hameed et al., 2020; 3]Ak& 5, 2018; Fernandes et al., 2017; Agrawal et al., 2017;
Fernandes et al., 2015; Schimid et al., 2015; Wong et al., 2014; Trembling et al., 2014; ZH7
<, 2012, Guechot et al., 2012; Crespo et al., 2012; Martinez et al., 2011; 2010; Friedrich-Rust
et al.,, 201005 dH32= sI3lt
2P F=4) Wkl thet B TR} AAE St BSOS oui AR YS ojge
metRA 9 A3 BT 0.69(95% CL: 0.52-0.82), BHECIE 0.85(95% CI: 0.74-0.92),
SHFIEH] 4.6(95% CI: 2.8-7.8), F5"3-7-=H] 0.37(95% CI: 0.24-0.57), & Atuzs
13(95% CI: 6-26)°] %t}

_
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NEC/\  =xyzgs 24
Stuayld SENSITIVITY (95% Cl) Studyld SPECIFICITY (95% CI)

Friedrich-Rust (2010)

Martinez (2011)

Crespo (2012)-LT

Crespo (2012)-no LT

Guechot (2012)

Kim (2012)

Trembling (2014)

Wong (2014)

Schimid (2015) | ®-|

Fernandes (2015) ]

Agrawal (2017) Il
Fernandes (2017) )

BALR (2018)

Abdel-hameed (2020)

0.91[0.59 - 1.00] Friedrich-Rust (2010)

0.52 [0.43 - 0.61] Martinez (2011)

078[040-097]
0.87 [0.60 - 0.98]

Crespo (2012)-LT 0
Crespo (2012)-no LT
016 [0.13-0.20] Guechot (2012)
0.70[055-083] Kim (2012)
044028 -062]
0.79 [0.66 - 0.88]
0.20 [0.08 - 0.58]
0.88 [0.47 - 1.00]

1.00 [0.74 - 1.00]

Trembling (2014)
Wong (2014)
Schimid (2015)
Femnandes (2015)
Agrawal (2017)
0.88 [0.47 - 1.00]
0.66 [0.57 - 0.75]
0.63 [0.44 - 0.80]

Fernandes (2017)
BAHE (2018)
Abdel-hameed (2020)

062 [049-074]
0.90 [0.86-094]
072[060-081]
0.89[0.75 - 0.96]
089[082-004]
079[071-086]
0.95[0.00- 098]
0.47 [0.40 - 0.55]
0.99 [0.04 - 1.00]
0.78 [0.60 - 0.85]
0384[076-001]
0.73[0.64 - 0.61]
0.58 [0.48 - 0.67]
0.99 [0.97 - 1.00]

|

|

|

COMBINED Q 0.69[0 52 -082] COMBINED 0.85[0 74 - 0.92]
i Q=311.84,df=13.00, p= 0.00 Q=32582 df=13.00,p= 0.00
I 12 = 95 83 [94 53 - 97.13] 12 = 96.01 [94.78 - 97 24]
Ehsmify sttordfy
T3 3.8 X 7M4Qst AAR| F=4 RIHNSIT Forest Plot

2.2.2.6 &3 dRs dAe| F=4 ZHdR3t W7t SROC

¥AsHR=4) Ak Al BH 71493} AR WitEel Eo|wE Higto g 31 SROC TLAof|A AUCE
0.85(95% CI: 0.81-0.88)& LFEFITH 1™ 3.9].

10+
2]
Py
=
@ 0.5+
c
]
w
O obsereaData
.= rﬂsn'v‘z ‘3'52
=] - oss::el 088
#5% Precction Corour
0.0 T !
1.0 05 0.0
Specificity
I8 39 ¥ 7H4R3H ZAle| F=4 7H9Q3L BTt SROC 2
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H 3.8 &Y 7td7at AAS| F=4 TITEeT HEEY
= U 95% Cl
S8 Ty 0.69 0.52-0.82
S8t Sol= 0.85 0.74-0.92
E3 YNQEH| 4.6 2.8-7.8
£3t S4QCH| 0.37 0.24-0.57
Sef TIHWRH| 13 6-26

2.2.3 FibroScan ZAI2| ZICHHEE Of|EHEA

FibroScan ZAke] EPYHE vlebial e 7k A Rste] 219 o] tet Al BA(F=2, F=3, F=4)2
F85te] 4gstct.

il
4

2.2.3.1 FibroScan ZAI2| F>2 X E:

Folgt ZHReF & 9Julsk= F=20] thet FibroScan HAF] 7HdR-3t H7tol| digh S
HEREA2 173 712 AA 2H2x2 table) FZ°] 7Fs¢ 8H(Inadomi et al., 2020; Staufer et al.,
2019; Staufer et al., 2017; Ragazzo et al., 2017; Fernandes et al., 2017; Schmid et al., 2015;
Wahl et al., 2012; ¥4 &, 2012; Cespo et al., 2012; Cobbold et al., 2010; Friedrich-Rust
et al., 201002 Y 2E sH3irh. F-oJet 2Hd7-3t (F=2) 2 A] FibroScan AARE 3% £
o= oHEF HEEES o] &3t R #3240 SFIHE, 58 SoleE ARSIt IH
3.101. It 2 A8} (F=2) Feko]l tigt FibroScan AR S3WI7E 0.81(95% CI: 0.76-0.85),
E3E0IE 0.77(95% CI: 0.69-0.84), THYFEH] 3.6(95% CI: 2.6-4.9), T2 cH]
0.24(95% CI: 0.19-0.31), SFXHLAH= 15(95% CI: 10-22)ich
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NEC |

Stuayld

Friedrich-Rust (2010)

Cobbold (2010)

Crespo (2012)-LT

Crespo (2012)-no LT

Kim (2012)

Wahl (2012)

Schimid (2015)

Femandes (2017)

Staufer (2019)

COMBINED

LEnsmvit?

121 310 FibroScan AR F>2

SENSITIMITY (95% CI)

0.63[0.48-0.77]

0.89[075-007]

0.81[0.65-0.92]

0.85 [0.68 - 0.95]

0.78 [0 69 - 0.85]

0.85 [0.60 - 0.05]

0.76 [0.59 - 0.88]

0.87 [075-005]

0.85[0.74 - 0.92]

0.81[0 76 - 0 85]

Q=15.34,df=8.00, p= 0.05

12 = 47 85 [7 90 - 87 79]

Studyld

Friedrich-Rust (2010) | —-
1

Cobbold (2010) —-1

1

Crespo (2012)-LT =
1
|
Crespo (2012)-no LT

Kim (2012)
Wahl (2012)
Schimid (2015)
Fernandes (2017)

Staufer (2019)

i,
I
|
I
]
I
1
i
1

-

I

I

=
I

I

|

I
COMBINED é
I
I
I
I
I

—L
Beciric?

2.2.3.2 FibroScan ZAe] F>2 ZH4g3s} -7t SROC

F=2 A5ty 2= <33t FibroScan AAH] 73} 3871 =9 S0l =8 vl 22 31 SROC

SPECIFICITY (95% CI)

0.76 [0.55 - 0.91]

067 [047 - 0.83]

0.80 [0.66 - 0.90]

0.81[0.61-0.93]

0.96 [0.86 - 1.00]

0.74[0.61-0.83]

0.82[0.70 - 0.91]

0.71[059-082]

0.58 [0.40 - 0.67]

0.77[0 69 - 0 84]

Q=23243,df=8.00, p= 0.00

12 =75.33 [59.14 - 91.52]

LHHSIE Forest Plot

T4 AUCE 0.86(95% CI: 0.83-0.89)°.2 UEFHTHIH 3.111.

Sensitivity

=l

52

O obsened Data

Summary Oparating Point
5= 0.61[0.75 - 0.85]
C=077[069-004

SROC Curve
AUC = 088 (0.83 - 0.00)
—  B5% Confdence Contour

#5% Preckction Contour

0.0
1.0

3.1

0.5

Specificity

0.0

FibroScan ZiAte| F>2 793} m7t SROC =M



H 3.9 FibroScan ZAS| F>2 TIHYatT: HEHEA
= =8 o 95% Cl
S8 ol 081 0.76-0.85
=5t =0)z 0.77 0.69-0.84
S5t opecH| 36 26-4.9
e 24| 0.24 0.19-0.31
Sg RHWRH| 15 10-22

2.2.3.3 FibroScan ZA2| F>3 RICHY St

AYE 7Ha3FE Qulsk= F=30] thet FibroScan HAR] MR35t H7tof| digh Ahgae
HEREAR 131 7h-H] AA| 7H(2x2 table) $&°] 7Fs3F 9H(Staufer et al., 2019; 5145, 201
Agrawal et al., 2017; Wong et al., 2014: Trembling et al., 2014; Wahl et al., 2012; 4¥74 &,
2012; Cobbold et al., 2010; Friedrich-Rust et al., 2010y tiA}C. 2 51t XdYH 7HI-RSKF>3)
Zleto]l Tt FibroScan HANE 3%t 8= thA} o= oy g i d-Z o|-85t HehEA] 4}
AL, BEECIEE AESIHTHIH 3.12]. 21 7+ Ad/3KF=3) ol thgt FibroScan HAHY]
BAE 0.80(95% CI: 0.70-0.87), BEE°I= 0.88(95% CI: 0.80-0.94), THL/-=H] 6.9(95%
CI: 3.7-13.0), E¢=73-%5=5] 0.23(95% CI: 0.14-0.36), STAIHAH] 31(95% CI: 11-82)°] 3t

’

0

Studyld 1 SENSITMITY {95% CI) Studyld 1 SPECIFICITY (95% CI)
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
Friedrich-Rust (2010) --—: 0.52[0.33-0.70] Friedrich-Rust (2010) —I 0.86 [0.72-0.99]
1 1
Cobbold (2010) — -i— 0.79[0.49-0.95] Cobbold {2010) —I 0.87 [0.75-0.95]
1 1
Kim (2012) ® | 091[0.82-096] Kim (2012) 1@ | 0.95[0.90-099]
1 1
1 1
Wahl (2012) — 0.91[0.59 - 1.00] Wahl {(2012) 1@ 1.00[0.96-1.00]
1 1
1 1
Trembling (2014) ] 0.79 [0.67 - 0.88] Trembling (2014) ) 0.87 [0.79 - 0.93]
1 1
1 |
Waong (2014) | 0.64 [0.54 - 0.74] Wong (2014) = 0.84 [0.77 - 0.90]
1 1
1 1
Agrawal (2017) - 0.74 [0.56 - 0.87] Agrawal (2017) 5 0.79 [0.69-0.8T7]
1 1
_ 1 _ 1
HAE (2018) ) 0.80 [0.73 - 0.86] HALE (2018) ] 0.81[071-089]
1 1
1 1
Staufer (2019) | 082[0.80-0.98] Staufer (2019) | 0.73[0.65 - 0.80]
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
COMBINED d 0.80[0.70 - 0.87] COMBINED <$ 0.88[0.80 - 0.94]
1 1
1 1
1 Q=4495 df=800 p= 000 1 Q=5354 df=800. p= 000
1 1
1 1
1 12 = 82 20 [71 .47 - 92 94] 1 12 = 85 06 [T6 46 - 93 66]
Lensmvs? Lecrct?

1% 3.12 FibroScan ZAR] F>3 RIHMSIT: Forest Plot
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2.2.3.4 FibroScan ZAIe] F>3 ZHMQ 3| TWIt SROC

APE AQIHF>3) SRS AR 48§35t FibroScan AAFe] 7HI-G31 B7} wiztze}l Eol:.
v} O 2 3F SROC FA1olA AUCE 0.91(95% CI:0.88-0.93)= YERFTHIH 3.13].

Sensitivity
o
a
1

O Observed Data

Summary Operating Point
& SENS=080[070-087]

SPEC =0.88[0.80-0.94]

SROC Cu

AUC =0 91 [[I 88-093]

— 95% Confidence Contour

++  95% Prediction Contour

0.0 . 1
1.0 0.5 0.0
Specificity

2 3.13 FibroScan AAtel F>3 7MdRst M7t SROC 24

H 3.10 FibroScan ZAS| F>3 TN StE HEHEA

= =3 o 95% Cl
=g 1 0.80 0.70-0.87
=g S0l 0.88 0.80-0.94
S YIRLH| 6.9 3.7-13.0
S SdLH| 0.23 0.14-0.36
¢ RIEtuRH| 31 11-82

2.2.3.5 FibroScan ZAt2| F=4 ZITHYSE

H33F & oJH|sh= F=40] ti3t FibroScan AAFS] 7Hd-R-3}F H71o] thgt XIS wiekiAd2 11H
%, AA| FH2x2 table) F&°] 7Fs<t 9H (3| A& 5. 2018; Fernandes et al., 2017; Agrawal et al.,
2017: Schmid et al., 2015; Wong et al., 2014; Trembling et al., 2014; ¥4 &, 2012; Cespo
et al., 2012; Friedrich-Rust et al., 2010} 4O & STt
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7P43KF=4) Ado] gt FibroScan HAARS 383 E3-& T4 2 o]z g i d-S o]- 8351 el
53 A7t FANAE 9 B3 BolEE ARESI9l EH:L% 3.14]. 7+733KF=4) %Ite] th3t FibroScan
AAR] B3HIZEE 0.84(95% CI: 0.75-0.91), BHE0] %= 0.89(95% CI: 0.84-0.92), ELUAI = H]
7.5(95% CI 5.2-11.0), 5g4¢-%H]| 0.18(95% CI: 0.11-0.30), B mat=] 43(95% CI:
20-90)°1 it

Stugyld ! SENSITIVITY (95% CI) Studyld ! SPECIFICITY (95% CI)

I I
I I
I I
] |

Friedrich-Rust (2010) | —#- | 0.82[0.48-0.98] Friedrich-Rust (2010) - | 0.90[0.80-0.96]
I I

Crespo (20121LT | —4 | 0.89[0.52-1.00] Crespo (2012)-LT 4 | 088[079-0.95
I I

Crespo (2012)-no LT —;- 0.93[0.68 -1.00] Crespo (2012)-no LT —-JI 0.80[0.65-0.90]
i i

Kim (2012) = | 0.87[0.74-0.99] Kim (2012) = 0.89[0.82- 0.94]
I I
] 1

Trembling (2014) - 0.83[0.67 - 0.94] Trembling (2014) o 0.90 [0.84 - 0.94]
I I

Wong (2014) | -8 | | 063[0.49-0.75] Wong (2014) l | 09apse-0gg
I I

Schimid (2015 —# | 086[057-098 Schimid (2015 4 | 093[085-007
I I
1 1

Agrawal (2017) | 100[074-100] Agrawal (2017) s | 097[092-099)
i I

Fernandes (2017) —t® | 100[063-100] Fernandes (2017) | 0.80[071-087]
I I

BIALE (2018) #) | o075[067-083] #HAKE @018) | = | | 074065-082
I I
I I
I I
I |

COMBINED Q4 | osap7s-001 COMBINED 4 | osops4-ooz
I I

|| Q=2731dr=900.p= 000 || @=a724.07=900.p= 000
I I
L1 ) 12=67.04[4500-88.99] L1 1 12=80095(60.80-9201]

Eensimvit? Eecmcit?

12 3.14 FibroScan ZAC| F=4 THHSIT Forest Plot

2.2.3.6 FibroScan A F=4 23} ™7} SROC

F=4 SAFE tjArO 2 4803} FibroScan AAe] 7H4-8-5} B7} wlzbE ol Eo| & Higlo & 3 SROC
Ao A AUCE 0.93(95% C1:0.91-0.95)2. & YeltcH 19 3.15].
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NEC SN 7931 ZA}

1.0q@ @

Sensitivity
o
()
|

O QObserved Data

*

Summary Operating Point
SENS =084 [0.75-0.91]
SPEC =089 [0.84 -092]
SROC Curve

AUC =0.93[0.91-095]
— 95% Confidence Contour

++  95% Prediction Contour

0.0 | 1

1.0 05 0.0
Specificity

72! 3.15 FibroScan ZAte| F=4 7M4R3 =7t SROC 2M

T 3.11 FibroScan AAS| F=4 XIHX™St: HIEEA

2 =8 o 95% Cl
E3} njzie 0.84 0.75-0.91
E3t E0| 0.89 0.84-0.92
¢ YR 75 52-11.0
E5} SMoy| 0.18 0.11-0.30
S8 RIcHnRH| 43 20-90

2.2.4 0305 NCHyss

7Hd-5}19] o Sofl=of tiaf R arst 312 9H (31 RR& 5 2018; Irvine et al., 2016; Puigvehi et al.,
2016; Wong et al., 2014; ¥4 5., 2014: Trepo et al., 2011; Carrion et al., 2010; Parkes et
al., 2010; Mayo et al., 2008)°] it}

314 5 (2018) A= T3 BY 7H €4 222782 tHo2 Sglrt. AR IHReKF23) A5
A5l W AAA(internal cut-off)E o]-8ste] AE LS-ELF(liver stiffness-enhanced liver
fibrosis) ¥arej&o] wet A+t q]ﬂz]—— T 1508 Yrgls o, X¥H AHR3F S n=107)
TIFONA 1A g2 IE(n=83)°] vl 1HAIEZSt A Eo] F-2f5kA B A W= ATHp <0.001).
ESE F4 o &S AR R A2} F>3 F4 |52 913t @ external) YAIAE AFSFE T FARRE
A7} HEE Aol B Ao AR = A] 2-2).
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[rvine et al. (2016) A= T3 7+ A4 30072 2= B 1HR2 HAF HgeollA AAIA] 9.8
oAk Z3Y% 7+ 4-5-8KF4, advanced fibrosis, cirrhosis)® #J2slo] H7lsldct. &% 7H4-5-5F AA
9] 3 (unit) S7F= 7HHE EAMDAY 91F 2,538 SVt 0] QITHAE 2 RSt gA0
ot 245). SR BHGA], 7F 2244 Aol A RI8E ARSIl €
9.8 o421 22} 55%(1078/18%) oA = X E A-Fat= Tt geet = |

%), 8% 7R3 FAF 571 9.8 miRkel gAke] A= 23 AH-RSKE 14W)E WAL SAk=
3.5%(8%8/20778)°l Ex3ict. o] PFAE0A B4 7R3t BAF H49 & @ (unit) 7= 3¢
A=) WHAH 4.348) S71ek BEHo] it

SRl H

2t Azeto] TAgstGt). BatAom EY 7R3 AAF A7t 9.8 o]l SRl T B A
7| o] AIZEE 10.
2.793% 11.210] 7+ ¥ A4S B8
Irvine et al. (2016) ¥7= A} 3 A] 7F A AARE B9l A3 A-a-5Kadvanced fibrosis)7t S+
A 0= ZHRS B3 778} AAF 4= 9.8 mIRHRl 84} 1797(86.5%) 1K FA A7 17HEL% 6.19)

ATtz o2 Y 7R3 HAE 71 9.8 ol &t
189 ¥, 78(38.9%)> FHTA7I7 52t AP R3Sl WA A7 Qllch BHHos I
Ak A 71 9.8 mekel wofats A3YE A-ReKadvanced fibrosis)= 2] T7do] dfgt et

d

)
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%9,
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o
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rlj
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X,
o
(i,
5121

(e}
o
U
ik
2

31T, Cox-HIAIAE RBL B 14195} AL 140 o]
Z71] o) AS Byt AW H9etzo] AFAH] 4348 S7HHAEHP <0.0D).

—_
ol
Mo
o
1
2
—_
oH,
flo
1>,
k1
oX,

1=

EY & AP @7 74483 AL, FibroScan AL METAVIR
7 &&= 9] AUROCE ofef ¥9} Zth.

Elz:

(o]

o
uu
X,
)
iu)
ol

N

I
1o
]
T
r,

I
e
e}
Jﬁ.
1o
>

H3.12 2t 28 Y At 0EE (Wong et al., 2014)

o 22X HEE MY HEE
T AUROC (95% Cl) AUROC (95% CI)
Y 7HR3t HAELF) 0.60 (0.45-0.75) 0.58 (0.35-0.81)
FibroScan ZA 0.71 (0.59-0.84) 0.61 (0.44-0.78)
METAVIR 123} H7((stage) 0.74 (0.65-0.82) 0.59 (0.49-0.69)
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N,

O N g
)
) o,
H |
ol —~

1o oE
l-E o|r
_[N

2014) A= T BE 1A 1708 td0 = shgict. AA ‘l 2 AR oS 2
+& A4 (hepatic decompensation) %152 AUROC #-2 @7 7+ A-7-3F AAIA 7

]‘ o
ot TH A oS H 2 H ARG ofl=2] AUROC 31 8% Z_Vé ok HARIA 7 =THE

H
e

H3.13 7 22 28| U 7H0] YRS AN OS5 (YT S, 2014)
FH) 7t 2R SR S 20 BRI A o5
) | S| 9| o
AUROC (95% ClI) P (vs ELF) AUROC (95% ClI) P (vs ELF)
S 795 HAKELF) 0.808 (0.731-0.886) - 0.857 (0.790-0.925) -
FibroScan ZAt 0.732 (0.645-0.820) P=0.092 0.760 (0.660-0.860) P=0.073
RESHN HRst A 0.713 (0.623-0.803) P=0.033 0.760 (0.675-0.844) P=0.081

H 314 2F M2 & 2 23 MY HEE (A-E S, 2014)

= L HEY K= L EHE NS UHEE

= AUROC (95% Cl) P (vs ELF) | AUROC (95% Cl) P (vs ELF)
Sy 7R st AAKELF) 0.746 (0.655-0.837) | - 0.813(0.721-0.904) | -
FibroScan ZAt 0.708 (0.608-0.808) | P=0.457 0.640 (0.500-0.791) | P=0.008
A5 MQst HA(stage) | 0.686 (0.583-0.790) | P=0.239 0.669 (0.526-0.812) | P=0.027

A7 5 (2014) 7= Hok 412 A AS3E Al @4 7R3 A4 52 AAIA] 8107 A
10.40& AREst] AFNIAE 3 AFCE ek, BF MRS AAF HE <8102
lowsH(n=38)2.&, 8.10-10.39+ Intermediate ¥+(n=86)2.F, >10.402 highw* (n=46)°.%
F83519ck Highwoll 818 loww(7=0.002; adjusted HR: 0.045, 95% CI:0.006-0.330)Z
intermediatew/X0.001; adjusted HR: 0.239; 95% CI: 0.122-0.469) ZEA}ojl A 7+ & EA4)7} ¢
A Bttt 225H A58t B (histological fibrosis stage)g A& -0l o]} FAIRE
A 9AEAJL. F 47 H|wskd FO-F3(2~ 0.011; adjusted HR: 0.438; 95% CI:
0.232-0.828)x0f| 4] 7+ & ZAIAY 7hs/dol o Rttt 84 2R3t AAL 4ol w25t 371

TIEE AR wheh A ot AT, @3 MRS A ST RS 1) BAFRREAA, 1AL,
ZF A AR A A& o] B2 A0 R A,

~|

Trepo et al. (2011) Q7= 9 CF 749 317} 5682 thato & S1ict B 447199) 432717k
Bt 93t AP A3l 250 ol S71% 9= SISk, ARt AW BR28)) B
ARt AA S S9E9.068(95% CI18.05-9.74) 1L, A-R3F7F A= R] o1 2K287) <)
2% 7H98L B4 A4 U3 7.88H(95% C1 7.34-8.49) 0 2 H9:5171 Wl 2oA] 011



EUTHP=.003). LU 453 X8 oS gt s XA I AEAAT 3 MRS FA
Aae A, €32 Av, ARS8 J8go] Ak ¥ig== ol AT(OR=1.62 (95% CI 0.88-2.96)
P=.12), 7H4319] §190] Sl= SRS ERIst7| ffste] 7= 77F4] §-44} ¥olo Z]9ket CRS
(Cirrhosis Risk Score)¥re] A58} Az I=AH FUst 22102 YEPHFTHOR=2.23 (95% CI
1.21-4.11), P=.01).

Carrion et al. (2010) 7= 7104 & CE 7HF AP &4} 1332 Ay O 2 ATt 7ho]4lS vkl

19 QAFE BAPIE RS B4 TPIRS AL B4 2 oMl SRR 202)04 27wt
SAHAR 147508 7Hsdo] SIS .0001) 9k, 4 AL B 793} A Wt

27 mRiRl SRHARA 112)0014 27 o1l EAHARE 6Z)ET #I3HA|(/X.001) &9kt 1270
18olA 27 ek AAR A 24 o2t B 71 e AFS flo] Ale EAkol

2RI

Parkes et al. (2010) 9= Mg 2F 2 DA+ 45779(CH 11 1987, €273 1HEe 851, vlL ==/

A ZHERk 4478, A7PHSRE 267, BRI 25, 7[EFEE 79)e tVd o= sl 2 Qlwdie

FATA7IIHZ B 6.801) B 7H ¥ o]

S

32 x
=

d

38 I Aol 64 F 1+l o)t ol 2o o
AgShE L (5 3.15]2 2} 81 3 7 9l om0} oZo] thet A= (HR)I: B 11495} A4t
3 M98 A A4 8.34-10.425%014 HR=5

A4 8.348(HR=1)2 7I€2 2 F= 45
o

.
‘I>‘ et}
—
o

.426-12.5138°14] HR=20 (95% CI 5.5-71.0),
(iii) 3 7+ AAF A4 12.52-16.6770I14 HR=75 (95% CI 17.6-325.49)=, T3 7531 AA
Aol A o Th9) Hsh= 71 T o]z A v] HFS 28 Z ol A} AE o] it wekd 83
A3t AARE T3 7HASE BERjol| A QA QR ATRE A& 4= 9L, of= A X RolA] -85 A%
Tt E Aol A5k

~
)
n
X
a
=
"
—_
N
\O
=
o
B
el
ox!
o
o,
7 |
oo
oY,
S
- o~

H 3.15 2H 23 9|2 21} Ol =k (Parkes et al., 2010)
o5 7 98 AN 61 5 2t o OB ZW 05 ABEE
ol 0.84
=o0lx 0.81
AHOEE 0.44
S0 0.97
TIT IR 22.1

Mayo et al. (2008) A= &g B573 18 EAH1617)S = sttt 994 8 (clinical

o g
progression)< A2 FAUF, JUF S, B, S5, 7ol4], 7 3= APT 3 2 71R] ol gt

(

I
UHERd 9, S0 2AR0] 24%, =2 o TRt 46%1M g2 hE5ol ekt A9 A w2
HARt cox's HIF| RGN = B4 TRt AA a7t 1 AT vt 85 A9l
z ]
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28] Z7IAHTHRR 2.4, 95% CI 1.6-3.6). 3 7995} A} H=o] w2 3719] 5}9)e-g vl w3t log
rank test 23, 8% 7HI-R3} AAF F59] 71 A grol| et AL AE-E(event free survival)ollA]
I3 0] (p<0.0001) LEFATE.

Puigvehi et al. (2016) 7= T CE 7+ E4}F 191HS iAo 2 53t 8%

9.74 w|gkQl Tx}Q] FARLL &2 A 7]7H 10 Al-0lA 100%, 209 A4 95%3Ht. 8%
V8t AAE A7) 9.8-11.27 ERfe] FARL 22 A7 109 AI-NA 95%, 209
Aol A 30%Stt. B8 7HRS AAF S 1137 o] S| FARL &2 =47 109
Aol 30%, 20 AlellA] 20%3ATt

A 744 Og}ﬁx}ﬁ ].

-l)l

2.2.5 oz A0 o

oz A7) 9] O%JQE‘_ T 2AHA A 3 &

B7¥stqTh 7F ZAAAL 7o) w1 AR A 4H0] A A 9 Y277 Ao TS H gt
=32 0ot 0}7(]‘3_} T 2R AN Higt AE AR 30 SH(EANE: 5., 2018; Wong
et al., 2014; Martinez et al., 2011; Parkes et al., 2011; Guha et al., 2008)°] %t}

5125 5(2018) A7ollAl+= sequntial LS-ELF €al2}52 T BY 1 SEAtoll A g/d d-retet
HsE Adshr] A9t 1 RAFAE O o Qs SEe U EAHAL AASHIH.

Wong et al. (2014) A2}l 2 E3 MR8t Arks @3 1738 A E= LSMiver stiffness
measurement) &% HAL] 473} dll& FE=E AL = A2, oF 60% SAIA T 2AHAE
Sl 4= AL A5

Martinez et al. (2011)2 €7 M7 AARR QRE 7 RAH[AN a2 ROkt Hd-7aKF>2)2] B+
59. 1%(RIE 5 E0]%= 212} 0.90%1 73-7), ZFd3KF=4)2] 737 62.9%(WH = % ol 242+ 0.90%]
3t

Parkes et al. (2011)2 @73 7HI-R8F AR QI3 7 A HAL AEL I T AR5t E= 7H3519]
]

R
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3.1.1 Ovid MEDLINE(R) and Epub Ahead of Print, In-Process & Other Non-Indexed

Citations, Daily and Versions(R) 1946 to September 02, 2020

(AAY: 2020. 09. 02.)

= No.| ZAi0] ol
Intervention 1 | Enhanced liver fibrosis test.mp. 37
2 | Enhanced liver fibro$.mp. 187
3 1T0R2 187
RSt 4 | limit 3 to yr="2012-Current" 169
3.1.2 Ovid-Embase(1974 to 2020 September 02)
(e 02.)
T2 No. | &A0{ 5
Interventions | 1 enhanced liver fibrosis test.mp. 105
2 enhanced liver fibro$.mp. 464
3 10R2 464
ALH|G 4 limit 3 to yr="2012-Current" 417
3.1.3 Cochrane Library (Advanced Search)
# 02.)
& No. | ZAH0{ =
1 (enhanced liver fibrosis test):ti,ab,kw 60
Int ti
nierventions (enhanced liver fibro$):ti,ab, kw 9
3 #1 OR #2 64
ARGt 4 with Publication Year from 2012 to 2020, with Cochrane Library 59
(No 3) publication date from Jan 2012 to Sep 2020, in Trials
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No | ZMOY(YOZTE FMILS) (BHEZ:  2012~2020) ZMES 4
1 Enhanced liver fibrosis 21
| 2 Liver fibrosis test 22
3 1T0R2 42
KoreMed 4 A 42
3.2.2 NDSL
(A 2020. 09. 04.)
No | ZMO(MAZMO|Z-= =22 ME) (EHEE: 2012~2020) AMEH =
1 enhanced liver fibrosis 29
2 liver fibrosis test 46
3 10R2 76
4 Y 3 A 4
5 RS AL 8
6 40R5 10
NDSL 2 86
3.2.3 RISS
(AL 2020. 09. 04.)
No = ZAMOIMAZAOIS-LYSIBER) (FIIAE: 2012~2020) HMDH 4
| 1 enhanced liver fibrosis OR liver fibrosis test 197
2 Y IR HALOR 7R3 HAL 26
RISS SHA| 223
3.2.4 KISS
(A 2020. 09. 04.)
No Qﬁ%(gﬁljﬂﬁol%—i%xlﬁ*—‘“) FIVCI=ETIPN
(EMAZ: 2012~2020)
| 1 enhanced liver fibrosis OR liver fibrosis test 172
2 Y RS HALOR 7R3 HAL 53
KISS SHA| 225
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No | AMO(IZCIYKE/MA) HM-ZUHLE=S) (EHEE: 2012~2020) HMBS 2~
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2 Y 7R3 AAL OR ZH4R3t AAt 4
KMBASE A 11
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