Supplementary Figure 3: Wald chi-square statistic (A) and ORR (B) plotted versus each
nuclear TS H-score as cut-point chosen to divide patients into low and high expression
groups (N = 60)
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Abbreviations: IHC, immunohistochemistry; N, number of patients evaluated; ORR, overall response
rate; p val, p value; TS, thymidylate synthase.
Note: Wald chi-square values could not be calculated if the response rate was equal to 0 for any

subgroup, this was the case for cutpoints > 80 in patients of the TS high expression group.



