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Figure 1. Fibroscan and CT assessments of normal ALT non-obese NAFLD
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Figure 2 Diagnostic coincidence rate of Fibroscan and CT with ultrasound in different LSM groups
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Figure 3
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Positive diagnosis rates comparison between Fibroscan ,CT alone and

in different LSM groups who diagnosed as NAFLD by ultrasound.
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Figure 4 compliance rates comparison in disease severity assessment between

fibroscan and CT in different LSM groups




