SUPPLEMENTARY DATA

Study %
ID OR (95% Cl) Weight
Chu 2008 ————— 10.64 (3.06, 36.95) 9.15
Conjeevaram 2007 —0—- 1.69 (1.11, 2.58) 20.10
Eslam 2012 —.—.— 3.82(1.09, 13.36) 9.08
Fattovich 2010 —— 1.11 (0.62, 2.01) 17.51
Grasso 2009 ——o—-— 1.58 (0.58, 4.29) 11.72
Miyaaki 2009 B — 2.65 (0.72, 9.80) 8.60
Mizuta 2010 _-_.— 5.98 (1.76, 20.32) 9.36
Romero-Gomez 2005 —'—0— 3.13(1.42, 6.88) 14.49
Overall (l-squared = 58.8%, p = 0.017) <> 2.54 (1.57, 4.11) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Heterogeneity Q=17.01(d.f.=7) p=0.017; 12=58.8%; t2=0.25; Test of OR=1: p=0.000
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Study %

ID OR (95% CI) Weight
Eslam 2012 — I+ 7300(2.66, 198.66) 22.07
Fattovich 2010 e 1.30 (0.69, 2.46) 35.90
Miyaaki 2009 : 7.22 (0.28, 189.19) 1427
Poustch 2008 S 8.77 (1.87, 41.18) 27.76

Overall (I-squared = 72.0%, p = 0.013) <> 5.32 (1.12, 25.27) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

T T
.00503 199

[y

Heterogeneity Q=10.73 (d.f.=3) p=0.013; 12=72%; t2=1.65; Test of OR=1: p=0.036
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Figure 6. Odds-ratio for the association between IR and SVR in subjects with HCV

G1. Study analysis of HOMA-IR index cut-off > 2.

Figure 7. Odds-ratio for the association between IR and SVR in subjects with HCV

G2/G3. Study analysis of HOMA-IR index cut-off > 2



