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Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
_Study or Subgroup  log[Hazard Ratic]  SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Bai 2009 03425 02679 19.8% 0.71[0.42, 1.20] —
He 2009 -0.462 05854  4.1%  0.52[0.20, 1.98] —
Huang 2012 -0.462 01831 42.3%  0.53 [0.44, 0.90] -
Kimura 2007 04155 02306 26.7% 0.66[0.42 1.04] ]
Qin 2011 04005 05682 4.4% 0.67([0.22 2.04] —_—
xu 2012 03147 07143 28% 0.73[0.18, 2.96] E E—
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.66 [0.52, 0.83] L 2

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.16, df = 5 (P = 1.00); F = 0%
Tesl for overall effect: Z = 3.52 (P = 0.0004)
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Supplementary Figure S1: Association between PFS and circulating EGFR mutations in Asian patients. Circulating
EGFR mutations were associated with a better PFS among Asian patients (HR=0.66, 95% CI 0.52-0.83).

Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
_Study or Subgroup _log[Hazard Ratio]  SE Weight [V, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Bal 2009 0.2311 03618 255%  1.26[0.62, 2.56) —T—
kim 2013 04005 0.3461 27.8% 0.67[0.34, 1.32] —
Kimura 2007 0734 05814 99%  0.48[0.15, 1.50) —
xu 2012 0462 06993 68% 063[0.16, 2.48) - 1
Zhuo 2011 03147 03331 300%  0.73[0.38, 1.40) e
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.78 [0.54, 1.11] ‘[
1

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 2.78, df = 4 (P = 0.60); I = 0%
Test for overall effect £ = 1.37 (P = 0.17)
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Supplementary Figure S2: Association between OS and circulating EGFR mutations in Asian patients. Circulating
EGFR mutations were associated with a better OS among Asian patients, however, there was no statistical significance (HR=0.78, 95% CI

0.54-1.11).
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Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
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Supplementary Figure S3: Meta-analysis of the prognosis of circulating KRAS mutations for PFS. Sensitivity analysis by
“leave-one-out” strategy shows that there was no dominant study driving the results of meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure S4: Meta-analysis of the prognosis of circulating KRAS mutations for OS. Sensitivity analysis by
“leave-one-out” strategy shows that there was no dominant study driving the results of meta-analysis.
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