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Supplementary Table 1. Meta‑analysis of the Efficacy of Efavirenz versus Protease Inhibitors on Virological Suppression – Sen-
sitivity Analysis*

*Efavirenz‑PI pairs with either zidovudine/didanosine or didanosine/stavudine NRTI backbones excluded
†PI; NRTI backbone; follow‑up (weeks); viral load detection limit
3TC: lamivudine; ABC: abacavir; ATV: atazanavir; d4T: stavudine; ddI: didanosine; FPV: fosamprenavir; FTC: emtricitabine; IDV: indinavir; LPV: lopinavir; NFV: 
nefinavir; NRTI: nucleoside reverse transcriptase inhibitor; PI: protease inhibitor; r: ritonavir; TDF: tenofovir; ZDV: zidovudine.
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