Tawada et al. Supplementary Figure 2

—_~
X
N—
Q
O
I
Y—
o
[0}
o
c
[}
S
o
£
[}
=
]
~
>
1S
>
(@)
>
=
=
‘@
C
[
w

Cumulative incidence of HCC (%)

CU-HCC score

100
== High-score group (n = 89)
80 4 == L ow-score group (n = 65)
60 - p =0.060
40
20+
o+——T——7T T T 1 T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Months after the NA treatment
1.00 1 —
'
0.751 J
0.501 ’
0.25 1
-- CU-HCC (AUC 0.75)
— GAG-HCC (AUC 0.86)
0.001: ' ' . .
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
1-Specificity
CU-HCC score
100+
== Sustained high-score group (n = 40)
80 - == Reduced-score group (n = 49)
60
p =0.067
40
20 r
—
0 1 # ! I ! I ! I ! I ! I !
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160

Months after the NA treatment

GAG-HCC score

S
5100—
O J == High-score group (n = 32)
E 80 == Low-score group (n = 122)
o
Py _
S 60- p <0.001
()
.'9 4
&)
£ 40+
. B
T 204
)
£ i I_lll_l-f
80-|-|-|'|'|'|'|'|'
0O 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Months after the NA treatment
1.00 - il
0759 ... e
> ,
= ‘
‘@ 0507 ,
©
n
0.251 .
-- CU-HCC (AUC 0.75)
— GAG-HCC (AUC 0.84)
0.00 i . . . i
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
1-Specificity
GAG-HCC score
2 100-
o 4 == Sustained high-score group (n = 18)
O
I g0 == Reduced-score group (n = 14)
ks |
3
2 60+
() _
I
2 40+
o _
=
w20 p =0.001
E i
3 0 T T T ] T T T T T T !
O 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160

Months after the NA treatment



