Supplemental Figure 1. Pooled analysis of Ki-67 LI and OS
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Supplemental Figure 2. Pooled analysis of Ki-67 LI and objective tumor response when the study of Yukie was excluded

[image: image2.png]high Ki-67 LI low Ki-67 LI

Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Huang L, 2013 2 70 20 43  30.5%
Tan Q¥ 2014 6Y = 80 105 29.6%
YuanJ@, 2015 197 231 54 g4 39.9%
Total (95% CI) 379 232 100.0%
Total events 318 170

Heterogeneity: Chi*=3.18,df=2 (P=020) IF=37%
Test for overall effect: £=3.70 (P = 0.0002)

Odds Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

1.55 [0.63, 3.53]
1.45 [0.62, 3.53]
3.22[1.81,5.73]

2.19 [1.45, 3.33]

R
_._._
——

.

0.0

0.1 1 10
Favours [low] Favours [high]

100




