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Expected prevalence, removing the systematic inflation from Expected prevalence, removing the systematic inflation from
opportunistic screening, among 30-year—-olds, as of November 2023, for HPV16/18 opportunistic screening, among 30-year-olds, as of November 2023, for other genotypes
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Marginal difference in expected prevalence by age class (in percentage points)
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For all plots, dots represent the posterior average and bars the posterior ETI95%.

¢ qagdjad ul 1u!.|d

uudal

puUnggeyRe aus st (malnal 1aad Aq payiiap 10U Sem Yol

M ‘19
d UOISIgA sIy {6.7STEVC 0¢ 0T +202/TOTT 0T/Bio"10p//:sdny l:iop Jundaid A

15945 \DPOW PaIRIBERY oy

‘T 18G0100 palso

02 3yl ‘¥eoc

¥

SIU) 1o} Japjoy 1y


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.20.24315479

