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Legends of supplementary figures

Figure S.1

Recurrence-free survival (PFS) and overall survival (OS) curves according to tumor proportion score (TPS) at
each cut-off (5, 10, 50) for tumoral PD-L1 expression status.

Figure S.2a

Recurrence-free survival (PFS) and overall survival (OS) curves according to tumor proportion score (TPS) at
each cut-off (5, 10, 50) for tumoral PD-L1 expression status among patients with low neutrophil-to-
lymphocyte ratio (NLR, less than 2.2)

Figure S.2b

Recurrence-free survival (PFS) and overall survival (OS) curves according to tumor proportion score (TPS) at
each cut-off (5, 10, 50) for tumoral PD-L1 expression status among patients with high neutrophil-to-
lymphocyte ratio (NLR, 2.2 or higher)

Figure S.3

Recurrence-free survival (PFS) and overall survival (OS) curves according to tumor proportion score (TPS) at
each cut-off (5, 10, 50) for tumoral PD-L1 expression status in combination with status of neutrophil-to-
lymphocyte ratio (NLR).



Figure S.1

PD-L1 status

TPS,

TPS,

TPS,

0-4 vs
0-9 s
0-49 s

25

> 10

> 50

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Recurrence-free survival

Overall survival

fe . PD-L1() (N=58)

T
ettt
5....}..

dan

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8(yr)

e PD-LL() (N=69)

+l-|»-w----ﬁ---f
Y
R

PD-L1(+) (N=14)

P=0.027

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2 1

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

PD-L1(+) (N=14)

P=0.009

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 (yrs)



Figure S.2a

PD-L1 status
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Figure S.2b Recurrence-free survival Overall survival
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Figure S.3
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