Fig S1. Correlation of 2D-SWE and VCTE per device
2D-SWE and VCTE were positively correlated in both (a) Aplio a550 (N = 58) and (b) Aplio i700 (N = 132) (r = 0.73 and r = 0.79, respectively, Pearson product-rate correlation coefficient analysis).

Fig S2. Comparison of diagnostic performance of 2D-SWE and VCTE
Receiver operating characteristic curves of 2D-SWE and VCTE for diagnosing each stage of liver fibrosis. Diagnostic performance for (a) F2, (b) F3, and (c) F4 was comparable between 2D-SWE and VCTE (P = 0.92, P = 0.65, and P = 0.48, respectively, DeLong’s test).

Fig S3. Correlation of ATI and CAP per device
ATI and CAP were positively correlated in both (a) Aplio a550 (N = 58) and (b) Aplio i700 (N = 132) (r = 0.59 and r = 0.75, respectively, Pearson product-rate correlation coefficient analysis).

Fig S4. Comparison of diagnostic performance of ATI and CAP
Receiver operating characteristic curves of ATI and CAP for diagnosing each grade of hepatic steatosis. Diagnostic performance for (a) S1, (b) S2, and (c) S3 was comparable between ATI and CAP (P = 0.96, P = 0.87, and P = 0.20, respectively, DeLong’s test).


