Supplementary Figure 3
Forest plots

A. Overall survival (Intermediate/poor-risk)

Comparison: other vs "Sunitinib’

Treatment (Random Effects Model) HR 95%-ClI
IMAS01 plus Sunitinib = 1.20 [0.67; 2.14]
Nivolumab plus Ipilimumab —- 0.83 [0.73; 0.95]
Pembrolizumab plus Axitinib —— 0.82 [0.70; 0.96]
Sunitinib 1.00
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B. Progression free survival (Intermediate/poor-risk)

Comparison: other vs "Sunitinib’

Treatment (Random Effects Model) HR  95%-CI
Atezolizumab plus Bevacizumab L 0.88 [0.72; 1.08]
Avelumab plus Axitinib —— 0.84 [0.72; 0.98]
Nivolumab plus Ipilimumab —B— 0.89 [0.79; 1.01]
Pazopanib ] 0.99 [0.82; 1.20]
Pembrolizumab plus Axitinib —— 0.85 [0.74; 0.98]
Sunitinib 1.00
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C. Overall survival (favorable-risk)

Comparison: other vs "Sunitinib’

Treatment (Random Effects Model) HR 95%—-Cl
IMAS01 plus Sunitinib B 0.92 [0.48; 1.76]
Nivalumab plus Ipilimumab L] 1.09 [0.57; 2.10]
Fembrolizumab plus Axitinib L 1.03 [0.55; 1.93]
Sunitinib 1.00
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D. Progression free survival (favorable-risk)

Comparison: other vs 'Sunitinib’

Treatment (Random Effects Model) HR 95%—CI
Atezolizumab plus Bevacizumab u 0.86 [0.55; 1.35]
Avelumab plus Axitinib —B— 0.77 [0.57; 1.03]
MNivolumab plus Ipilimumab L 1.09 [0.74; 1.62]
Pazopanib L 1.00 [0.73; 1.38]
Pembrolizumab plus Axitinib —B— 0.90 [0.70; 1.17]
Sunitinib | | 1.00
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