A

Study Weight Hazard Ratio [95%ClI]

Bayraktar 2013 8.8% 1.21[0.60, 2.43] N R

Brekelmans 2007 14.2% 1.30[0.91, 1.86] I

Cortesi 2010 8.0% 0.29 [0.14, 0.62] -

Goffin 2003 8.9% 1.40[0.70, 2.80] I

Goodwin 2012 12.3% 0.99 [0.62, 1.58] S

Hamann 2000 2.7% 1.60[0.32, 8.10]

Huzarski 2013 14.1% 1.81[1.26, 2.61] -

Rennert 2007 14.0% 1.13[0.78, 1.64] -1

Stoppa-Lyonnet 2000 5.5% 3.50[1.26, 9.70] - -

Verhoog 1998 11.4% 1.21[0.72, 2.03] N

Total 100.0% 1.21[0.91, 1.61]

Heterogeneity: P = 0.905; 12 =62% 6.1 012 015 i é é 1(')

Test for overall effect: Z =1.28 (P = 0.20) Favours mutated Favours wildtype
B

Study Weight Hazard Ratio [95% Cl]

Bayraktar 2013 2.6% 0.44[0.10, 1.86] I

Brekelmans 2007 23.0% 1.07 [0.66, 1.73]

Budroni 2009 14.5% 0.88[0.48, 1.61] - T

Goodwin 2012 24.2% 1.12[0.70, 1.79] -

Rennert 2007 27.0% 1.20[0.77, 1.87] T

Verhoog 1999 8.7% 0.59[0.27, 1.29] L

Total
Heterogeneity: P = 0.53; 12 = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.06 (P = 0.95)

100.0% 1.01 [0.80, 1.27]
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C
Study Weight Hazard Ratio [95% Cl]
Bayraktar 2011 27.1% 0.51[0.22,1.17] - &
Gonzalez-Angulo 2011 22.9% 0.45[0.16, 1.29] - &
Nilsson 2014 31.0% 1.94[1.03, 3.66] — &
Veronesi 2005 18.9% 0.91 [0.25, 3.33] bl
Total 100.0% 0.84 [0.38, 1.84] ’
ity: P = - 12 = 669 } } } 1 } } }
Heterogeneity: P = 0.03; 12 = 66% 01 02 05 1 5 5 10

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.44 (P = 0.66)
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