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eFigure 1. Influence Analyses

A) Krouse stage T1 versus T2 B) Krouse stage T2 versus T3
Study Odds Ratio OR  95%-Cl Study Odds Ratio OR  95%-Cl
Omitting Wolfe, 2004 —t 1.11 [0.61;2.02] Omitting Wolfe, 2004 1.49 [1.07;2.07]
Omitting Pasquini, 2004 _ 1.07 [0.59;1.94] Omitting Pasquini, 2004 —=— 158 [1.13;2.20
Omitting Minavi, 2006 1.16 [0.63;2.11] Omitting Minavi, 2006 — 1.49 [1.07;2.09]
Omitting Woodworth, 2007 1.11 [0.61;2.04] Omitting Woodworth, 2007 —_— 1.52 [1.08; 2.14]
Omitting Sautter, 2007 - 1.02 [0.56; 1.86) Omitting Sautter, 2007 e 1.43 [1.02;2.00]
Omitting Mackle, 2008 —— 1.14 [0.63;2.04] Omitting Mackle, 2008 — 1.46 [1.05;2.04]
Omitting Kim, 2008 — 1.15 [0.63;2.11] Omitting Kim, 2008 —— 1.50 [1.07;2.09]
Omitting Durucu, 2009 — 1.13 [0.63; 2.05] Omitting Durucu, 2008 —a— 1.50 [1.08;2.08]
Omitting Gras-Cabrerizo, 2010 —_— 1.09 [0.60; 1.97) Omitting Gras-Cabrerizo, 2010 —— 1.49 [1.08; 2.09]
Omitting Lombardi, 2011 1.21 [0.66; 2.21] Omitting Lombardi, 2011 — 1.46 [1.04;2.04]
Omitting Kim, 2012 - 1.80 [0.81;4.03] Omitting Kim, 2012 —— 1.73 [1.11;2.70]
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Omitting Sciarretta, 2014 1.13 [0.62;2.05] Omitting Sciarretta, 2014 — 1.53 [1.09;2.14]
Random effects model : 1.14 [0.63; 2.04] Random effects model —  1.51 [1.09;2.09]
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C) Krouse stage T3 versus T4
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Random effects model ji: 1.27 [0.72; 2.26]
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Note: (A) influence analysis in comparing stages T1 and T2, (B) stages T2 and T3, and (C) stages T3 and T4.
Abbreviations: OR: odds ratio, CI: confidence interval.
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eFigure 2. Extended Funnel Plots
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Note: Each point represents one study. The dark grey areas denote the space in which a study is in favor of a significant higher likelihood of
recurrence for the highest Krouse’s stage when compared to the lowest one, whereas the light grey areas denote a significant lower likelihood of
recurrence. White areas denote that studies showed no significant risk of recurrence. Extended funnel plots for the comparison of (A) stages T1
versus T2, (B) stages T2 versus T3, and (C) stages T3 versus T4.
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