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Supplementary Figure 1. Network map of randomized controlled trials comparing multimodality treatment for
aHCC with PVTT
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Supplementary Figure 3. I*test for heterogeneity in direct comparison of regimens (A) overall survival
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Supplementary Figure 5. Kaplan-Meier curves for PFS for monotherapy regimens
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Supplementary Figure 6. Kaplan-Meier curves for PFS for combination regimens
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Supplementary Figure 7. Kaplan-Meier curves for progression-free survival for all multimodality regimens
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Supplementary Figure 8. Kaplan-Meier curves for overall survival for all multimodality regimens
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Supplementary Figure 10.Sensitivity analysis results in terms of forest plot including a study (A) without high risk bias, (B)
with high risk bias. Both forest plot exhibited similar OR value and heterogeneity.



