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Supplementary Figure 3. Comparison of responses to immune checkpoint inhibitors between patients with programmed
death-ligand 1 (PD-L1) positivity in recent samples (post-PD-L1 [+] group) and those with PD-L1 negativity in recent samples
(post-PD-La [-] group). There were no significant differences in (A) progression-free survival (PFS) and (B) overall survival (OS)
between the two groups. HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval.
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