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Supplementary Figure 1
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Supplementary Figure 1. Comparisons of ROC curves (AUCs) for HSI, VAI, TyG
index, and the model in the present study. (A) AUCs of these four scoring systems for
overall ;H-MRS-measured NAFLD, and (B) for H-MRS-measured NAFLD with
liver injury. HSI, hepatic steatosis index includes ALT/AST, BMI, gender, and
diabetes; TyG index, triglyceride x glucose index; VAI, visceral adiposity index
includes waist circumference, triglyceride, HDL-C, and BMI.



