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Figure S1. Risk of Bias Graph and Summary
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Figure S2. Effect of TAF compared to TDF on ALT Normalization
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Figure S3. Subgroup analysis of the effect of TAF compared to TDF on Hip BMD
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Figure S4A. Effect of TAF compared to TDF on spine BMD
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Figure S4B. Sensitivity analysis of the effect of TAF compared to TDF on spine BMD.
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Figure S5. Effect of TAF compared to TDF on serum creatinine.
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Figure S6. Effect of TAF compared to TDF on eGFR
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Figure S7. Effect of TAF compared to TDF on LDL cholesterol.
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