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Figure 1. Sensitivity analysis for overall survival
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Figure 2. Sensitivity analysis for cancer-specific survival
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Figure 3. Sensitivity analysis for relapse-free survival
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Figure 4. Sensitivity analysis for salvage surgery
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Figure 5. Sensitivity analysis for recurrence
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Figure 6. Sensitivity analysis for interval recurrence
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Funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Figure 7. Funnel plot for overall survival

Funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Figure 8. Funnel plot for cancer-specific survival



Funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

< A N
VA RN
Vs N
// \\
’ ® N
7 \
’ L \
/ PY \
< / N
o~ / N\
g’ /e \
2 ' e
5 // . \\
o Vs * \
£ / \
@ V4 N\
ge) / ® \
5 Vs ° \
© / Y N\
c < / N
S I4 ®
17 /
/
Vs
Vs
/ \
/ N
®
Vs \
\D, -
T T T T
-1 -5 0 .5
log HR

P value for Egger: 0.189 P value for Begg: 0.621

Figure 9. Funnel plot for relapse-free survival

Funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Figure 10. Funnel plot for salvage surgery



Funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Figure 11. Funnel plot for recurrence

Funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

P value for Begg: 0.843
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Figure 12. Funnel plot for interval recurrence.

P value for Begg: 1.000



