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Figure S1. ROC curve
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ROC curve to identify MLR cutoff, established as 0.49
AUC: area under curve



Figure S2. Validation cohort: MLR, LDH, MLR and LDH combination
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Figure S3. Subgroup analysis (MLR)

No. Haz. Ratio

Subgroup pts (95% Cl)

Sex

M 306 +~— 2.51 (1.8, 3.34)

F 222 —_— 1.68 (1.18, 2.40)
|

Age I

<70 331 _— 2.10 (1.57,2.79)

>70 194 — 2.16 (1.51, 3.09)
|

Sidedness [

Right 173 —o:— 1.74 (1.15, 2.61)

Left 351 ——— 2.42 (1.85,3.18)
|

BRAF I

Wt 335 —_ 2.19 (1.67, 2.88)

Mut 43 ‘ 2.79 (1.32, 5.91)
|

KRAS |

Wt 244 — 2.26 (1.62, 3.15)

Mut 212 _ 2.07 (1.46, 2.92)
|

All RAS |

Wt 225 B 2.16 (1.52, 3.07)

Mut 266 - 2.21 (1.63, 3.01)
|

Met. Sites !

1 290 B 1.96 (1.42, 2.72)

>1 187 —— 2.30 (1.62, 3.27)
l

Sites [

Liver 199 — 2.28 (1.53, 3.41)

Lung 98 — = 217 (1.31, 3.59)

Lymphnodes 71 —:.— 2.24 (1.25, 4.00)

Peritoneum 118 —_ 1.74 (1.08, 2.80)

Bone 13 : 0.97 (0.25, 3.70)
\

Overall 528 <> 2.11 (1.69, 2.63)
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A. MLR and LDH high vs MLR or LDH low

Subgroup

Sex

Sidedness
Right
Left

BRAF
Wt
Mut

KRAS
Wt
Mut

All RAS
Wt
Mut

Met. Sites
1
>1

Sites

Liver

Lung
Lymphnodes
Peritoneum

Bone

Overall

No.

pts

198
149

212
132

116
228

205
24

158
136

151
168

198
108

139
62
41
77

347

Figure S4. Subgroup analysis (MLR and LDH combination)

Haz. Ratio

(95% Cl)

1.69 (1.18, 2.41)
1.88 (1.25, 2.84)

1.83 (1.29, 2.58)
1.89 (1.22, 2.93)

1.71 (1.08, 2.75)
1.83 (1.31, 2.54)

1.93 (1.37, 2.74)
1.74 (0.4, 6.79)

1.53 (1.02, 2.29)
2.32 (1.52, 3.55)

1.42 (0.95, 2.12)
2.31 (1.55, 3.44)

1.89 (1.30, 2.74)
2.21 (1.38, 3.54)

1.93 (1.25, 2.98)
1.73 (0.93, 3.22)
5.43 (2.10, 14.02)
1.10 (0.58, 2.08)
4.90 (0.30, 79.45)

1.73 (1.32, 2.26)
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B. MLR and LDH high vs MLR or LDH high

No. Haz. Ratio

Subgroup pts (95% CI)

Sex

M 160 —= 2.71 (1.67, 4.40)

F 119 —‘Lo— 4.00 (2.30, 6.96)
|

Age :

<70 176 e 3.76 (2.42, 5.83)

>70 100 —o‘— 3.01(1.48, 6.14)
|

Sidedness :

Right 92 _ 2.27 (1.13, 4.57)

Left 185 —— 3.73 (2.43, 5.73)
|

BRAF :

Wit 169 —a— 3.35 (2.14, 5.23)

Mut 23 : 3.74 (1.08, 12.90)
|

KRAS :

Wt 124 —~‘— 2.96 (1.71, 5.14)

Mut 113 - 3.14 (1.79, 5.51)
|

All RAS I

Wi 112 —— 2.76 (1.52, 5.01)

Mut 146 _— 3.33 (2.04, 5.44)
|

Met. Sites ‘

1 151 — - 2.81 (1,51, 5.23)

>1 93 _:_._ 3.65 (2.09, 6.37)
|

Sites :

Liver 102 —— 2.82 (1.51, 5.25)

Lung 52 ;—o— 5.09 (2.23, 11.63)

Lymphnodes 34 \ 4.75 (1.69, 13.39)

Peritoneum 67 e 2.39 (1.01, 5.68)
|

Overall 279 <> 3.16 (2.20, 4.54)
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