Payer complete cohort, ages 5-50

50 Bl FLC (n=27)
2007 HCC (n=79)
40 n=
£ 20,000 - 1934 19222
520 17,288 T a0
o °
£ 15,000 - e
g © 20-
o (J
S 10,000 - s
0,238 10
5,000 (11,821) (1,163)
0-
T P D D B DD DB DD D P
— A A QL AL AL AY A QAL AL AL NG N
=0 L © S @ o © SRS Sl
o € o¢ ® o £ O AP PE® oereee
0o < T c o LN SRS AP N OSS
< 0o (4] [t NN N W NON
s £ c © R I3 P 7 PO 7
G S o 5 o N (NN
> o +~ O o [
2 5 0 g .
-8 =zg = g 2 Referral Distance
= -
- (o]

Supplementary Figure 1. Supporting Data for inference of FLC incidence: A. Step-by-step
breakdown of the identification of the initial Liver Cancer cohort in the Komodo Health Care Map,
showing cohort scale and changes. B. Distance from home zip code to UCSF for FLC patients and
patients in HCC comparison cohort derived from ZIP3 data.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Lab-value enrichment within hyperammonemic patient clusters. Lab
value differences between clusters were evaluated in a 1 vs. rest Wilcoxon-rank-sum test using the
scanpy function rank_genes_test. Y-axis indicates log10(p-value) of difference between test group
and rest, with higher absolute values representing significance, positive values indicating higher

values in test group and negative numbers indicated lower values in test group




