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Supplementary Figure 1. Comparison of PLR, LMR and OS between left- and right-sided mCRC patient in discovery cohort.
(a) PLR in discovery cohort; (b) LMR in discovery cohort; (c) Kaplan-Meier curve of left colon and rectum for PFS; d: Kaplan-Meier curve of
left colon and rectum for OS.
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Supplementary Figure 2. The optimal cut-off of pre-treatment FPR in discovery cohort using X-tile software. (a) The data
were represented graphically in a right-triangular grid where each point represents the data from a given set of divisions. The plots
showed the )(2 log-rank values produced, dividing them into two groups by the cut-off point. The optimal cut-points was determined by
locating the brightest pixel on the X-tile plot. The distribution of number of patients was shown on the histogram (b) and corresponding
populations were displayed on the Kaplan-Meier curve (c).
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Supplementary Figure 3. Kaplan-Meier curves of FPR for 3 years’ PFS and OS in two cohorts. (a) Kaplan-Meier curve of FPR for
PFS in discovery cohort; (b) Kaplan-Meier curve of FPR for OS in discovery cohort; (c) Kaplan-Meier curve of FPR for PFS of right-sided
mCRC patient in discovery cohort; (d) Kaplan-Meier curve of FPR for OS of right-sided mCRC patient in discovery cohort; (e) Kaplan-Meier
curve of FPR for PFS in validation cohort; f: Kaplan-Meier curve of FPR for OS in validation cohort.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Time-dependent ROC analysis of FPR for 3 years’ PFS and OS in two cohorts. (a)Time-dependent
ROC analysis for PFS in discovery cohort; (b) Time-dependent ROC analysis for OS in discovery cohort. (c) Time-dependent ROC analysis
for PFS of right-sided mCRC patient in discovery cohort; (d) Time-dependent ROC analysis for OS of right-sided mCRC patient in discovery
cohort. (e) Time-dependent ROC analysis for OS of left-sided mCRC patient in validation cohort. (f) Time-dependent ROC analysis for OS
of right-sided mCRC patient in validation cohort.
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