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Supplementary Table S1. Patients with EM AML per "®FDG-PET/CT and per histologically
confirmed biopsy and patients with AML without EM AML as per "®FDG-PET/CT.

PETAML EM and Histology positive / EM negative / 8FDG-PET/CT
8FDG-PET/CT positive negative
n=93*
n=10 n=72

Median age at diagnosis 62 61.5

(range) (43 to 77) (27 to 76)

Gender, no. (percentage)

Female 4 (40) 33 (46)

Male 6 (60) 39 (54)

Median percentage of bone

marrow blasts at diagnosis (range)

77 (0.5 to 95)

46.0 (5.0 to 96.5)

Median WBC count at diagnosis,

x 109%L (range)

7.73 (1.3 to 163)

6.1 (.4 to 187.8)

Median Serum LDH at diagnosis in

mmol*s/l (range)

5.8 (2.7 to 25.5)

6.2 (2.4 to 36.5)

Median Serum C-reactive Protein

at diagnosis in mg/L (range)

23.8 (2.6 to 369)

12.4 (0.9 to 297)

FAB subtypes at diagnosis

no. (percentage)

MO 2(22) 2(3)
M1 1(11) 14 (20)
M2 3(33) 28 (39)
M4 0 9(13)
M5 a,b 2(22) 8 (11)
M6 1(11) 2(3)
M7 0 3(4)
RAEB-T 0 3(4)
Cytogenetic subgroups, no.
(percentage)
Adverse risk AML 3(30) 15 (22)
Intermediate risk AML 7 (70) 48 (72)
Favorable risk AML 0 4 (6)
Relapsed AML, no.
(percentage) 4 (40) 5 (7)




AML type, no. (percentage)

de novo AML 7 (70) 44 (61)
secondary AML (with

preceding MDS) 1(10) 18 (25)
tAML 2 (20) 10 (14)

Extramedullary manifestation in
Follow-Up-PET/CT, no.
(percentage)

EM-AML positive
EM-AML negative

6 (60)
4 (40)

* The trial included a total of n = 93 AML patients. Nine patients could not be assigned to either
group in this table because they were FDG-PET/CT positive for EM AML but did not undergo
biopsy/histologic confirmation. Two patients could not be assigned to either group in this table
because they were FDG-PET/CT positive for EM AML but on histologic diagnosis of the

biopsies could not confirm EM AML but instead other tumors (see Results).



Supplementary Table S2. Patients undergoing biopsy for diagnosis of EM AML in both
cohorts of the PETAML trial.

PETAML PATIENT COHORT

n=293 Baseline "®FDG-PET/CT Baseline "®FDG-PET/CT
positive (n = 21) negative (n=72)

No. of patients undergoing
biopsy after baseline 12 3
BFDG-PET/CT

No. of patients with
confirmed EM AML in

10 3
biopsy
No. of patients with
different tumor (other than 2 0

EM AML) in biopsy




