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Supplementary Figure S8. Overlap weighting propensity score analysis of the anti-PD-(L)1 and/or 

chemotherapy (chemo) validation cohort 

As in Figure 4B, except treatment group rwPFS in each IRS group was compared by overlap weighting-

based propensity score analysis using logistic regression to the reference group (chemo alone) on the 

same variables as used in the adjusted Cox proportional hazards modeling. Propensity scores (PS) were 

calculated separately within each IRS group; overlap weights (1 - PS for those in the reference group, PS 

for those outside) were normalized to an average of 1 within each cohort. The adjusted hazard ratio (aHR) 

and p-value for each comparison to the reference group is shown.  
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