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eFigure 1. Exploratory subgroup analyses for Overall survival in patients receiving
subsequent gemcitabine or not (A), progression free survival (PFS) in liposarcoma patients
(B), according to the use of prior gemcitabine (C) or not (D) and effect of concomitant use of
protone pump inhibitors (PPI) in arm A (E) and B (F)

eFigure 2. Forest plot exploratory subgroup analyses for progression free survival (PFS) and
overall survival (OS)
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eFigure 1 Exploratory subgroup analyses for Overall survival in patients receiving subsequent

gemcitabine or not (A), Progression free survival (PFS) in liposarcoma patients (B), according to

the use of prior gemcitabine (C) or not (D) and effect of concomitant use of protone pump

inhibitors (PPI) in arm A (E) and B (F)
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Kaplan-Meier estimate with pointwise 95% CI; Abbreviations N number of patients, mOS median

Overall Survival, mPFS — median progression free survival, na not applicable, mo months
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eFigure 2 FOREST PLOT Exploratory subgroup analyses for Progression free survival (PFS)

and Overall survival (OS)
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(due to the extreme difference in liposarcoma no hazard ratio for PFS in liposarcoma could be

calculated)
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