Supplemental Figure Legend
SFigure 1 Forrest plot for overall survival after the four studies that included single subtypes of
breast cancer patients were all delated

Study %

ID HR (95% ClI) Weight

Zhang (2016) — 1.23 (0.59,2.36) 7.83
Jia (2015) 1.63(1.07,2.49) 17.53
Forget (2014) 235(1.02,543) 557
Dirican (2015) 1.91(1.31,2.79) 20.53
Yao (2014) 3.63(1.59,8.26) 5.74
Koh (2015) 1.37 (1.08,1.74) 35.14

Rimando (2016) — 1.47 (0.73,2.96)  7.67

Overall (l-squared = 22.0%, p = 0.261) 1.64 (1.34,2.02) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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SFigure 2 subgroup analysis of disease-free survival with the deletion of Suppanfls study: (A)
categories according to ethnicity; (B) categories according to patientsf number

Study %
ID HR (95% ClI) Weight
1 :
Kim (2016) _ 3.93(1.27,12.11) 2.06
Zhang (2016) e 1.43(0.80,2.56) 7.77
Jia (2015) s 1.50 (1.14,1.97) 34.98
Nakano (2014) B 2.00(0.90,4.10) 4.55
Asano (2016) t > 11.11 (0.35, 354.69) 0.22
Hong (2016) — 1.87 (1.15,3.02) 11.35
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.462) Q 1.65(1.34,2.03) 60.93
2 :
Bozkurt (2015) R 5.46 (1.61, 18.50) 1.76
Ulas (2015) -1 1.35(0.61,2.99) 4.14
Forget (2014) - o 1.99 (1.16,3.41)  9.00
Dirican (2015) == 1.46 (1.04,2.04) 23.06
Pistelli (2015) I TR — 5.15(1.11,23.88) 1.1
Subtotal (I-squared =42.4%, p = 0.139) q} 1.71 (1.32, 2.22) 39.07
Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.837 i
Overall (I-squared = 14.0%, p = 0.311) 0 1.67 (1.42,1.97) 100.00
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ID HR (95% ClI) Weight
large
Kim (2016) 3.93 (1.27,12.11) 2.06

Jia (2015)

Forget (2014)

Dirican (2015)

Hong (2016)

Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.414)

1.50 (1.14, 1.97) 34.98
1.99 (1.16,3.41)  9.00

1.46 (1.04,2.04) 23.06
1.87 (1.15,3.02) 11.35
1.62(1.36,1.94) 80.45
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Zhang (2016) —— 1.43(0.80,2.56) 7.77

Bozkurt (2015) e 5.46 (1.61, 18.50) 1.76

Ulas (2015) e 1.35(0.61,2.99) 4.14

Nakano (2014) — 2.00 (0.90,4.10) 4.55
—— 5.15(1.11, 23.88) 1.11
: 11.11 (0.35, 354.699.22
O 1.90 (1.32,2.74) 19.55
¢

Pistelli (2015)
Asano (2016)
Subtotal (I-squared = 29.8%, p = 0.212)

v

Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.453

Overall (l-squared = 14.0%, p = 0.311) 1.67 (1.42,1.97) 100.00
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SFigure 3 sensitivity analysis of each study: (A) for disease-free survival, (B) for overall
survival; (C) for cancer-specific survival

A Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted B Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
Lower CI Limit Estimate Upper CI Limit Lower CI Limit Estimate Upper CI Limit
Koh (2014) Kim (2016)
Zhang (2016) Zhang (2016)
Jia (2015) Jia (2015)
Bozkurt (2015) Bozkurt (2015)
Ulas (2015)
Ulas (2015)
Suppan (2015)
Forget (2014)
Forget (2014)
Dirican (2015)
Nakano (2014)
Yoo (2014) Dirican (2015)
Koh (2015) Pistelli (2015)
Pistelli (2015) Asano (2016)
Rimando (2016) Hong (2016)
1.331.41 187 248 281 1.241.30 1.72 227 249
C Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
Lower CI Limit Estimate Upper CI Limit
Lee (2015)
Nakano (2014)
Noh (2013)
Rimando (2016)

0.84.03 2.09 421 524



SFigure 4 publication bias estimated by Eggerfls method: (A) for disease-free survival; (B) for
overall survival

A Egger's publication bias plot
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B Egger's publication bias plot
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