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FIG. 10
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NB: CCC were excluded since n=1

o o
Multiple comparison using one-way ANOVA followed by Benjamini-Horcberg post-hoc, with p value <0.1
denoted in full and p value >0.1 denoted as N.S.

Abbreviation: HCC, hepatocellular carcinoma; CCC, cholangiocarcinoma; Meta, metastasis.
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