A NLRand 0S

Hazard Ratio

Hazard Ratio

Study or Subaroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE _Weight IV, Fixed., 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Xu 2020 0.5128 0.1437 25.1% 1.67 [1.26, 2.21] -
Zheng 2019 -0.1567 0.3448 4.4%  0.85[0.43, 1.68] 1T
Tan 2018 0.6313 0.1432 25.3%  1.88 [1.42, 2.49] -
Huang 2017 0.4318 0.1858 15.0%  1.54 [1.07, 2.22] —
Kang 2017 0.4121 0.4223 2.9% 1.51[0.66, 3.45] 1
Cheng 2016 0.4769 0.3028 57% 1.61[0.89, 2.92] T
Huang 2016 0.4574 0.1756 16.8%  1.58 [1.12, 2.23] B
Dalpiaz 2014 0.9083 0.3264 4.9%  2.48[1.31, 4.70] -
Total (95% ClI) 100.0% 1.66 [1.44, 1.91] ¢
Heterogeneity: Chi2 = 6.28, df =7 (P = 0.51); 12 = 0% : : : :
Test for overall effect: Z = 7.03 (P < 0.00001) 0.02 01 * . 10 50
Low NLR High NLR
B
NLR and CSS Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE _Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Xu 2020 0.6043 0.1628 16.4%  1.83[1.33, 2.52] B
Jan 2019 0.077 0.395 2.8%  1.08 [0.50, 2.34] I
Kuroda 2019 0.4688 0.4645 2.0% 1.60 [0.64, 3.97] -1
Kohada 2018 1.1787 0.4445 2.2%  3.25[1.36, 7.77] -
Son 2018 0.5306 0.2221 8.8%  1.70[1.10, 2.63] -
Tan 2018 0.6678 0.1618 16.6%  1.95 [1.42, 2.68] Bl
Huang 2017 0.5481 0.2128 9.6%  1.73[1.14, 2.63] -
Kang 2017 0.3853 0.4488 2.2%  1.47 [0.61, 3.54] -1
Huang 2016 0.5481 0.1952 11.4%  1.73[1.18, 2.54] -
Tanaka 2015 0.5365 0.2298 8.2%  1.71[1.09, 2.68] -
Dalpiaz 2014 0.9999 0.3979 2.7%  2.72[1.25, 5.93] -
Luo 2014 1.8532 0.66 1.0% 6.38 [1.75, 23.26] -
Tanaka 2014 0.3853 0.1815 13.2%  1.47 [1.03, 2.10] _'_
Azuma 2013 1.1184 0.3846 2.9%  3.06 [1.44, 6.50] -
Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 1.81 [1.59, 2.05] ¢
Heterogeneity: Chi2 = 12.05, df = 13 (P = 0.52); 12 = 0% : : : :
0.02 0.1 1 10 50
Test for overall effect: Z = 8.97 (P < 0.00001) Low NLR High NLR
C NLR and DFS/RFS/MFS
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subaroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE _Weight IV, Fixed. 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Xu 2020 0.4447 0.1296 17.4%  1.56 [1.21, 2.01] =
Kuroda 2019 0.3974 0.4079 1.8% 1.49[0.67, 3.31] ]
Zheng 2019 0.7747 0.3284 2.7% 2.17 [1.14, 4.13] -
Kohada 2018 0.7561 0.3325 2.6% 2.13[1.11, 4.09] -
Nishikawa 2018 0.8109 0.2494 4.7%  2.25[1.38, 3.67] -
Son 2018 0.3221 0.1065 25.7% 1.38[1.12, 1.70] -
Tan 2018 0.5306 0.133 16.5% 1.70 [1.31, 2.21] -
Altan 2017 0.6098 0.2639 4.2%  1.84[1.10, 3.09] -
Song 2016 1.1184 0.5314 1.0%  3.06 [1.08, 8.67] -
Tanaka 2015 0.3988 0.2035 7.0%  1.49 [1.00, 2.22] e
Luo 2014 0.9042 0.3856 2.0% 2.47 [1.16, 5.26] -
Tanaka 2014 0.3221 0.1542 12.3% 1.38 [1.02, 1.87] -
Azuma 2013 0.7467 0.3709 2.1% 2.11[1.02, 4.37]
Total (95% ClI) 100.0% 1.60 [1.44, 1.78] ¢
Heterogeneity: Chi2z = 10.31, df = 12 (P = 0.59); 12 = 0% I I I :
Test for overall effect: Z = 8.74 (P < 0.00001) 0.0 0-2 : ) > 20
Low NLR High NLR
D NLRand PFS
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup loa[Hazard Ratio] SE _Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed. 95% CI
Altan 2017 1.0664 0.3891 60.2%  2.90 [1.35, 6.23] ——
Song 2016 1.34 0.4789 39.8%  3.82[1.49, 9.76] — &
Total (95% ClI) 100.0% 3.24 [1.79, 5.85] -
Heterogeneity: Chi2 = 0.20, df = 1 (P = 0.66); 12 = 0% : : : :
0.02 0.1 1 10 50

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.89 (P < 0.0001)

Low NLR High NLR



