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Hazard Ratio

Study or Subgroup __log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random. 95% ClI

Hazard Ratio
IV. Random. 95% ClI

Kim 2022 (1) 0.4055 048605 13.1% 1.50[0.50, 4.50]
Maibach 2012 (2) 04318 0.2465 67.7% 1.54 [0.95, 2.50]
Srinivasan 2023 (3) 0.2095 04636 19.2% 1.23[0.50, 3.06]

Total (95% CI)
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*=0.18, df= 2 {P=0.91); F= 0%

100.0% 1.47 [0.99, 2.19]
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Testfor overall effect: Z=1.90 (P = 0.06) Favours PRETEXT 3 Favours Reference
Footnotes
(1) EFS, reference : PRETEXT 1, 2
(2) reference: PRETEXT 1,2, EFS
(3) 3-year EFS, reference : PRETEXT 2
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup __log[Hazard Ratio] SE_Weight IV, Random. 95% CI _Year IV, Random, 95% ClI
Jiao 2016 (1) 1.0123 04386 20.0% 2.75[1.16,6.50] 2016 e
Qiao 2016 (2) 0.8127 0.2871 46.6% 2.251[1.28,3.96] 2016 ——
Kim 2022 (3) 1.0203 041588 222% 277[1.23,6.27] 2022 —
Srinivasan 2023 {4) 0.7885 05843 11.2% 2.20[0.70,6.92] 2023 T
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 2.45[1.67, 3.60] <>
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.28, df= 3 (P = 0.96); F= 0% n v 051 110 mui
Testfor overall effect: Z=4.57 (P = 0.00001) : Favouré PRETEXT 4 Favours Reference
Footnotes
(1) reference : PRETEXT 1, 2, 3, 5-year EFS
(2) reference : PRETEXT 1, 2, 3, EFS
(3) reference : PRETEXT 1, 2, EFS
(4) reference : PRETEXT 2, 3-year EFS
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup __log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV. Random. 95% Cl Year IV, Random. 95% CI
Maibach 2012 (1) 04637 02315 426% 1.891.01,2.50] 2012 -
Saettini 2014 (2) 23036 08532  86% 10.01[1.88 53.29] 2014
Qiao 2016 (3) 07825 03572 297% 2191[1.09, 4401 2016 —
Yoon 2019 {(4) 1.0675 05144 191% 291 (1.06,7.97] 2019 —
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 2.30 [1.35, 3.90] .
Heterogeneity: Tau’:I 012, Chi*=514,df=3(P=016); F=42% '0.01 Uf1 1'0 1IJEI‘
Testfor overall effect: 2= 3.08 (P =0.002) Favours F+ Favours F-
Footnotes
(1)EFS
(2)EFS
(3)EFS
(4) EFS
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV. Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
Erown 2000 (1) 1.347 03537 10.6% 3.85[1.92, 7.69] 2000
Maibach 2012 (2) 11053 01977 341% 3.02[2.05 445 2012 -
Saettini 2014 (3) 1.2119 06894  28%  3.36(0.87,12.98) 2014 T
Jiao 2016 (4) 06481 02943 154% 1.91 [1.07,3.40] 2016 —
Qiao 2016 (5) 0.6481 02943 154% 1.91 [1.07, 3.400 2016 —
Yoon 2019 {6) 0.8821 04937 55% 2.42[092 6.36] 2019 T
Kim 2022 {7} 1.0599 0.3487 11.0% 2.89[1.46,5.72] 2022 -
Srinivasan 2023 (8) 0.47 05004 53% 1.60 [0.60, 4.27] 2023 I
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 2.57 [2.05,3.22] *
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 516, df=7 (P = 0.64); F=0% 'D.D1 071 1'0 1IJIJ'

Test for overall effect: Z=8.17 (P = 0.00001)
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Favours M+ Favours M-

Supplementary Fig. 2. Forest plots for the analysis of PRETEXT as prognostic factors. (A) Forest plot of hazard ratios for event-
free survival (EFS) in PRETEXT group III compared with reference groups. (B) Forest plot of hazard ratios for event-free survival
in PRETEXT group IV compared with reference groups. (C) Forest plot of hazard ratios for event-free survival according to the
presence of annotation factor F. (D) Forest plot of hazard ratios for event-free survival according to the presence of annotation
factor M. PRETEXT, PRE-Treatment EXTent of disease; SE, standard error; CI, confidence interval; df, degrees of freedom.
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