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90 91 Zhang Jing 2017 Nomogram Age, TNM, chemotherapy, differentiation, tumor size, CEA

Zhao Linyong
92 92 5016 Nomogram Age, tumor size, LN counts, LV invasion, T

Zhong Qing
94 94 >018 Nomogram Sex, race, age, depth of invasion, metastasis LN, tumor size, tumor site, grade

96 95 Zhou Yixin 2018 Nomogram T, tumor site, LNR

Age, sex, extent of resection, site, size, reseaction margin, histologic type,
Oh Sung Eun Artificial Neural
98 96 Lauren type, T, N, M, TNM, lymphatic invasion, venous invasion, perineural
2018 Network
invasion, postoperative chemotherapy

Hsieh Mengche Coefficient-weighted
100 98 Peritoneal metastasis, NLR, mGPS, PG-SGA
2016 score




101 99 Liu Jianjun 2016 Nomogram Age, site, pathological type, depth of invasion, mLNR, NLR, CAR

*: The reference # is the same as those in the Online Resource 1.



Supplementary file 3. Quality assessment of model development and validation

Risk of bias
Sample size
Model Reference Participant and participant Overall
#* #* Study ID selection Predictors Outcome flow Analysis Judgment
Model development
1 1 Hao Liu 2016 low low unclear
2 2 Wang Wei 2016 low low unclear
3 2 Wang Wei 2016 low low unclear
4 3 Rades Dirk 2015 low low
5 4 Wang Xuefei 2012 low low low unclear low unclear
6 4 Wang Xuefei 2012 low low low unclear low unclear
7 5 Bria E 2013 low low unclear low
8 6 Zhu Xiaodong 2015 low low
9 7 Mohri Yasuhiko 2010 low low
10 8 Woo Yanghee 2016 low low low unclear low unclear
11 9 Victorzon M 1996 low low unclear
12 10 Costa Marcelo 2006 - low low _
13 11 Haga Yoshio 2015 low low low unclear unclear  unclear
14 12 Catalano V 2008 low low unclear
15 13 Park Hyung Soon 2011 low low
16 14 Wang Qing 2014 low low unclear
17 15 Kanagavel D 2010 low low unclear
18 16 Wang Xuefei 2014 low low unclear
19 17 Han Dongseok 2012 low low
20 18 Song Bongil 2015 low low
21 19 Xu Zhenyue 2010 low
22 20 Zhang Heng 2015 low low
23 21 Wang Zhenglin 2015 low low unclear
Mohammadzadeh F
24 22 5015 low low
25 23 Min Linggiang 2015 low low
26 24 Koo Dong Hoe 2011 low low low unclear
27 25 Zhang H 2014 low low
28 26 Liu Kai 2015 low low
29 28 Eom Bang Wool 2015 unclear low
30 29 Qian Jing 2016 low low
31 30 Qu Jinglei 2015 low low




32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39

40

41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58

59

60
61
62
63
64
65

66

31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38

39

40
41
42
43
45
46
47
48
49
51
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60

61

63
64
65
65
67
67

68

Xu Yeqiong 2016 low
Kim Jong Gwang 2008 - low
Kologlu Murat 2000 low unclear
Du Chunyan 2011

2012

low
Becker Karen
Lee J 2007
Wang Jin 2016
Lei Ke Feng 2012
Kadowaki Shigenori
2014

Hirabayashi S 2014

Takahari Daisuke 2014 low low
Liu Hao 2015 low
Song Kyo Young 2014 - low
Wang Zixian 2016 low low
Liu Hao 2016 - low
Marubini E 1993 low low

Wang Zhigiang 2017
Wang Pin 2016

Bauer L 2018

Cao Yifan 2017
CaoYifan 2016

Chen Hao 2017
Chen Shangxiang 2017
Choi Jongho 2018

De Brian 2018

Deng Xiaorong 2017

Fuchs Charles S 2017 low low

Goshayeshi Laden
2017

Hou Junyi 2016
Hung Yushin 2017
Jiang Yuming 2018
Jiang Yuming 2018
Kim Sunyoung 2018
Kim Sunyoung 2018
Kangi Azam Korhani
2017

low
low
low
low
low
low
low

low

low

low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low

low

low

low
low
low
low
low

low

low

unclear

unclear

unclear

low

unclear

unclear
unclear

unclear

unclear
unclear
unclear
unclear

unclear

unclear

unclear
unclear
unclear
unclear

unclear

unclear



Kangi Azam Korhani

67 68 low unclear
2018

68 69 Lin C 2017 low unclear
69 70 Lin Chao 2016 low unclear
70 71 Liu Hao 2017 low unclear
71 72 Miao Yan 2017 low unclear
72 73 Narita Yukiya 2017 low low
73 74 Peng Peike 2016 low unclear
74 75 Peng Pailan 2017 low

75 76 Qu Jinglei 2017 low unclear
76 77 Song Jianning 2017 low

77 78 Sun Huiling 2017 low unclear
78 80 Wang Chenghu 2018 low unclear
79 81 Wang Pengliang 2017 low

80 83 Wang Zixian 2017 low

81 83 Wang Zixian 2017 low

82 83 Wang Zixian 2017 low

83 84 Wen Ti 2017 low

84 86 Wu Songyang 2016 low

85 87 Yang Junchi 2018 low

86 88 Yuan Shugian 2017 low

87 88 Yuan Shugian 2017 low

88 89 Zeng D 2018 low

89 90 Zhang Heng 2018 low unclear
90 91 Zhang Jing 2017 low

91 91 Zhang Jing 2017 low

92 92 Zhao Linyong 2016 low unclear
93 93 Zheng Zhifang 2017 low

94 94 Zhong Qing 2018 low unclear
95 95 Zhou Yixin 2018 low

96 95 Zhou Yixin 2018 low

97 95 Zhou Yixin 2018 low

98 96 Oh Sung Eun 2018 low unclear
99 97 Coimbra FJF 2016 low

100 98 Hsieh Mengche 2016 low

101 99 Liu Jianjun 2016 low unclear

External validation

5 4 Wang Xuefei 2012 - low low _ unclear -




6
10
10
10
10
10
10
13
19
19
19
19
19
27
29
29
42
47
47
48
54
54
60
72
74
80
81
82
85
89
94

Wang Xuefei 2012
Woo Yanghee 2016
Woo Yanghee 2016
Woo Yanghee 2016
Woo Yanghee 2016
Akgul O 2018

Woo Yanghee 2017
Haga Yoshio 2018
Han Dongseok 2012
Bencivenge M 2017
Bencivenge M 2017
Kim Pyeongsu 2017
Wang ZX 2017

Zhang H 2014

Reim Daniel 2015
Eom Bang Wool 2015

Daisuke Takahari 2017

Mariani Luigi 2005
Marubini E 1993
Wang Zhigiang 2017
Chen Shangxiang 2017
Chen Shangxiang 2017
Hou Junyi 2016
Narita Yukiya 2017
Peng Pailan 2017
Wang Zixian 2017
Wang Zixian 2017
Wang Zixian 2017
Yang Junchi 2018
Zhang Heng 2018
Zhong Qing 2018

low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low

low

low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low
low

low

unclear low
unclear low
unclear low
unclear low

low unclear

low

unclear

low

unclear

unclear

low

low low

low low
unclear unclear

low unclear
unclear unclear

low

low

low
unclear unclear
unclear unclear
unclear

*: The model # and reference # are the same as those in the Online Resource 1.



