Meta-analysis. stage I-1I odd ratio

Eggink et al. (2017) —{—
Billingsley et al. (2015) —
Kamezis et al. (2017) ——
Abdulfatah et al. (2019)
Wong et al. (2016) —I——
—— |
_._.——_—__._.
-
-
1

Imboden et al. (2019) i -
Church et al. (2015) i '
Billingsley et al. (2016) S——

Total (fixed effects)

Total (random effects)

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Odds ratio

Supplementary Fig. S15. Pooled odd ratio of stage I-II in POLE mutant EC vs. stage I-1I in non-POLE mutant EC

analysis [2,3,5,6,8,9,13,16]. POLE, DNA polymerase epsilon; EC, endometrial carcinoma.
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Supplementary Fig. S16. Pooled odd ratio of stage III-IV in POLE mutant EC vs. stage III-IV in non-POLFE mutant

EC analysis [2,3,5,6,8,13,16]. POLE, DNA polymerase epsilon; EC, endometrial carcinoma.
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