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Proportion 95% Cl Weight
0.79 [0.64;0.90] 10.8%
1.00 [0.69; 1.00] 2.5%
0.75 [0.71;0.79] 13.8%
0.71 [0.57;0.82] 11.9%
0.38 [0.25;0.51] 12.1%
0.79 [0.75;0.83] 13.8%
0.89 [0.76; 0.96] 9.4%
0.48 [0.36; 0.59] 12.7%
0.74 [0.66; 0.81] 13.0%
0.71 [0.61;0.79] 100.0%
0.48 [0.36; 0.60] 15.8%
0.72 [0.61;0.82] 15.6%
0.54 [0.25; 0.81] 10.6%
0.38 [0.14; 0.68] 10.4%
0.43 [0.32;0.54] 16.2%
0.50 [0.37;0.63] 15.5%
0.78 [0.69; 0.85] 16.1%
0.56 [0.43; 0.69] 100.0%
0.80 [0.72;0.86] 28.4%
0.73 [0.39; 0.94] 15.5%
0.81 [0.74; 0.87] 28.8%
0.39 [0.27;0.52] 27.3%
0.70 [0.47; 0.86] 100.0%

Supplementary Figure 12. Pooled seroconversion rate in liver transplant recipients — subgroup by method of antibody test. Cl, confidence
interval; CLIA, chemiluminescence immunoassays; ELISA, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; ECLIA, electrochemiluminescence immunoas-

say analyzer.
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