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Study "2
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IMpower110
Pooled (pair-wise)
Indirect {back—calculated)
Pooled (network)
Chemo vs Atez+Chemo
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IMpower 131
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Nivo vs Chemo
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Study "2
Pembro vs Chemo

Keynote 042

Pooled (pair-wise)
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Pooled (network)
Pembro+Chemo vs Chemo

keynote189

keynote407

Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0%
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Pooled (network) 0.0%
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OS PD-L1 nonselective

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
—o— 1.3(1.0, 1.6)
Ho— 1.1(0.95,1.4)
4o— 12(0.95,1.4)
. 1.2(0.97,1.5)
NA
N 12(097,15)

—o—— 1.4(0.99,19)
> 14(0.89,21)
NA

———> 1.4(0.89,2.1)

— 096 (0.76,12)
— 0.96 (0.67, 1.4)
NA

— 0.96 (0.68,1.3)

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

— 0.94 (0.77,1.2)
R 0.94 (0.66, 1.3)
NA

— 0.94 (0.67,1.3)

0.73 (0.64,0.84)
0.73(0.52,1.0)
NA

0.73(0.53, 1.0)

0.56 (0.32,0.97)
0.56 (0.45,0.70)
0.71 (0.58,0.87)
062 (0.49,0.78)
NA

0.62 (0.49,0.78)
2
1

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

- 0,98 (0.80,1.2)
— 0.96 (0,69, 14)
NA

— 0.98 (0.70, 1.4)

OS PD-L1 1%-50%

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

— 0.96 (0.70,1.3)
- 096(0.54,1.7)
NA

096 (053,17)

——o—> 14(092,22)
— 0.93 (0.69,1.2)
— 085 (0.57,1.3)
b 1.0 (0.72,1.5)

NA

P 1.0 (0.72,1.5)

- 0.94 (0.75,1.2)
e — 0.94 (0.54, 1.6)
NA

0.94 (0.54,1.6)

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl

—o 092 (0.77.1.1)

0.92 (0.54, 1.6)
NA

0.92 (0.53,16)

0.62 (0.42,0.92)
0.59 (0.42,0.83)
0.60 (0.40,0.93)
NA

0.60 (0.39,0.93)
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Indirect (back-calculated)
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Pooled (pair-wise)
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Pooled (pair-wise)
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Pooled {network) 44.7%
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Keynote 024
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Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0%
Indirect (back=calculated)
Pooled (network) 0.0%
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Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0%
Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network) 0.0%
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Study 12
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Study 2
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Durva+Treme vs Chemo
MYSTIC Phase 3
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Study 1"z
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Checkmate227
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Pooled (network)
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keynote189
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OS PD-L1 250%

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

1.7(1.1,2.5)

> 17(093,31)

NA

T———> 17(092,32)

12(0.72, 2)
——o—> 21(12,35)

—1—o———> 14(0.58,32)

15(1.0,2.3)
NA
1.5(0.99,2.4)

0.76 (0.52,1.1)
0.76 (0.42,1.4)
NA

— 0.76 (0.43, 1.4)

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

077 (0.51,1.2)
0.77(0.42,14)
NA

— 0.77 (0.43,1.4)

0.90 (0,63, 1.3)
12(0.92,1.7)
1.1(0.71,16)
NA
1.1(0.72,1.6)
14(11,19)
14(0.82,25)
NA
13(0.79,2.2)

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

063 (0.47,0.85)
069 (0.56,0.85)
0,66 (0.45,0,96)
NA

0.66 (0.45,0.97)

059 (0.39, 0.89)
— 079 (0.52,1.2)
068 (0.44,1,1)
NA

068 (0.44, 1.1)

e 1.0(0.69,1.5)
— 1.0(0.56, 1.8)
NA
— 1.0(0.57,1.8)
1
0.4 3
Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
—o— 1.1(0.84,1.6)
—_—t 1.2 (0.66,2.0)
NA
o — 1.2(0.74,2.1)
1
0.4 1 3
OS PD-L1<1%
Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
4—o— 12(09318)
—t o 1.1(0.89,1.5)
—o—> 15(1.0,22)
——=— 1.3(0.89,1.8)
NA
———— 13(089,18)
—o——  12(082,17)
L~ > 12(061,23)
NA
— > 12(063,22)
«—o—— 073 (0.46,1.2)
«— 0.73(0.36, 1.5)
NA
1 0.73(0.38,1.4)
L I |
0.5 1 2
Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
—— 0.78 (0.55,1.1)
T 0.78 (0.41,1.5)
NA
——— 0.78 (0.43,1.4)
«—0— 0.62(0.47,0.82)
——t 0.62 (0.33,1.1}
NA
— 0.62(0.34,1.1)
o 0.52 (0.36,0.75)
— 0.52 (0.27, 1.0}
NA
-— 0.52 (0.27,0.99)
0.5 2




0S non-squmous

Study "2 Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
Chemo vs Atez
IMpower110 -T—o— 1.2(0.94,1.5)
Pooled (pair-wise) — > 1.2(0.72,2.0)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
Pooled (network) —t——> 1.2(0.72,2.0)
Chemo vs Atez+Chemo
IMpower130 —C— 1.3(1.0,1.6)
IMpower132 T—o— 1.2(0.95,1.4)
Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0% — 1.2(0.85,1.7)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
Pooled (network) 0.0% — 1.2(08517)
Chemo vs Camre+Chemo
Camel F—o—— 1.4(0.99,1.9)
Pooled (pair-wise) ————> 14(0.79,2.4)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
Pocled (network) —————> 14(0.79,2.4)
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Study "2 Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
Durva vs Chemo
MYSTIC Phase 3 —— 0.70(0.51,0.96)
Pooled (pair-wise) —F 0.70 (0.41,1.2)
Indirect (back—calculated) NA
Pooled (network) B 0.70 (0.41,1.2)
Nivo vs Chemo
CheckMate026 i 1.2(0.91,1.5)
Pooled (pair-wise) —t—— 12(070.2)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
Pooled (network) ——— 12(0.70, 2,)
Nivo+lpi vs Chemo
Checkmate227 —o T 0.85(0.69,1.0)
Pooled (pair-wise) —_— 0.85(0.51,1.4)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
—— — 0.85 (0.51,1.4]
Pooled (network) oe _—‘2 ( )
Study "2 Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
Pembro vs Chemo
Keynote024 «<o— 0.58 (0.41,0.83)
Pooled (pair-wise) T 0.58 (0.33,1.0)
Indirect (back—calculated) NA
Pocled (network) sy | 0.58 (0.33, 1.0)
Pembro+Chemo vs Chemo
Keynote021G Lo 0.56 (0.33,0.96)
Keynote189 <o— 0.56 (0.45,0.70)
Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0% B 0.56 (0.38,0.83)
Indirect (back—calculated) NA
Pooled (network) 0.0% ~— 0.56 (0.37,0.84)
I |
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PFS PD-L1250%
Study "z Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
Chemo vs Atez
IMpower110 —_—— 16(1.1,22)
Pooled (pair-wise) - 1.6 (0.84, 3)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
Pooled (network) ————— 15 (084, 3)
Chemo vs Atez+Chemo
IMpower 130 —o— 2.(13,3)
IMpower 131 ——0> 24(15,40)
IMpower132 —0—> 22(1.0,45)
Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0% —> 22(14,33)
Indirect {back-calculated) NA
Pooled (network) 0.0% — 22(14,33)
Chemo vs Camre+Chemo
Camel ———0> 26(0.97,6.8)
Pooled (pair-wise) > 26(0.84,7.9)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
Pooled (network) > 25(0.84,7.7)
T 1
03 1 3
Study "2 Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
Nivo vs Chemo
CheckMate 026 —— 11(0.77,15)
Checkmate227 —o— 1.3(097.17)
Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0% R 1.2(0.76,1.8)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
Pooled (network) 0.0% —_— 1.2(0.77,18)
Nivo+Ipi vs Chemo
Checkmate227 —o— 16(12,22)
Pooled (pair-wise) T 16(0.87,3)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
Pooled (network) 4——— 16(088,27)
Pembro vs Chemo
Keynote 024 0.50(0.37,0.68)
Keynote 042 —o—| 0.81 (0.67,0.98)
Pooled (pair-wise) 86.1% — 0.67 (0.42,0.99)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
Pooled (network) 86.1% — 0.67 (0.42,0.99)
—
03 3
Study »2 Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
Pembro+Chemo vs Chemo
keynote189 0o 0.36 (0.25,0.52)
Keynote407 <O— 0.37(0.24,0.58)
Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0% —— 0.36 (0.23,0.59)
Indirect (back=calculated) NA
Pooled (network) 0.0% “— 0.36 (0.23,0.58)
Nivo+Ipi vs Nivo
Checkmate227 —0— 1.2 (0.95,1.6)
Pooled (pair-wise) —1——  12(068,23)
Indirect (back-calculated) NA
Pooled (network) — 1.3(0.75,2.3)
03 3

Study "2
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IMpower 131

IMpower132

Pooled (pair-wise)

Indirect (back-calculated)
Poaled (network)
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43.0%

43.0%

Camel
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Pooled (network)
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Pooled (network)

Study "2
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Keynote021G
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Pooled (pair-wise)
Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network)

0.0%

0.0%

Study 12
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IMpower110
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Indirect (back-calculated)
Pacled (network)
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IMpower 131
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Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network)
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Camel

Pooled (pair-wise)

Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network)

0.0%

0.0%

Study 122
Pembro+Chemo vs Chemo
Kkeynote189

Keynoted07

Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0%
Indirect (back—calculated)
Pooled (network) 0.0%

PFS PD-L1 nonselective
Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

—0—
—o—
o

17(13,22)
1.7(1.1,286)
NA

17(11,286)

0.83 (0.72, 0.96)
b 083 (0.57,1.2)

NA
0.83 (0.57,1.2)

| E— |

3
Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

0.53 (0.33, 0.86)
0.48 (0.40, 0.58)
0.57 (0.47, 0.69)
052 (0.41,0.67)
NA

052 (0.41,0.67)

PFS PD-L1 1%-50%

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

1.1(0.87,1.4)
1.1 (0.69,1.8)
NA

1.1(0.67.1.8)

——o—> 16(1.2,2.3)
14(11,19)
1.2 (0.86,1.8)
14(11,1.9)

NA
———— 14(10, 2)

———o—> 1.6(1.1,25)
————— 16(0.90,2.9)
NA

—————> 1.6(0.88,2.9)

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

0.51(0.36,0.73)
0.56 (0.39, 0.80)
0.53 (0.36,0.79)
NA

0.53 (0.36,0.79)
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Pooled (network)
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76.5%
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Nivo+Ipi vs Chemo
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Pooled (network)
Pembro+Chemo vs Chemo
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Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0%
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Pooled (network) 0.0%
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Study ]
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IMpower110

Pooled (pair-wise)

Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network)
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IMpower 130
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Pooled (pair-wise) 7.8%
Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network) 7.8%
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Camel

Pooled (pair-wise)

Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network)

Study 2
Nivo vs Chemo

CheckMate 026

Pooled (pair-wise)

Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network)

Pembro vs Chemo

Keynote 024

Pooled (pair-wise)
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Pooled (network)
Pembro+Chemo vs Chemo

Keynote021G
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Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0%
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Pooled (network) 0.0%
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Camrelizumab;

—o— 0.73 (0.51,1.0)
— 073(0.32,17)
NA
o 0.73 (0.33,1.6)
1
04 1 3
Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)
—c— 0.75 (0.56, 1.0)
— 1 0.75(0.34, 1.7)
NA
[N 0.75 (0.34, 1.6}

PFS PD-L1<1%

Hazard Ratio (95% Crl)

—o— 1.4(1.1,1.8)

L o— 1.2 (0.96,1.5)

—o—> 2.2(16,3.2)

———  15(0.98,25)
NA

f———  15(097.24)

——o—— 13(079,22)

— e 5 13(054,32)

NA

— > 13(054,32)

0.64 (0.47,0.88)

— 067 (0.49,0.91)
—1 0.66 (0.37,1.2)
NA
— 065(0.37,12)
—h— 1.0(0.78, 1.4)
1.0 (0.46,2.3)
NA
1.0 (0.47,2.3)
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Forest plots
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IMpower130

IMpower131

IMpower132

Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0%
Indirect (back—calculated)
Pooled (network) 0.0%
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Camel
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Pooled (network)

Study "2
Durva vs Chemo
MYSTIC

Pooled (pair-wise)
Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network)
Durva+Treme vs Chemo
MYSTIC

Pooled (pair-wise)
Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network)

Nivo vs Chemo
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Pooled (pair-wise)
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Pooled (network)

Study 142
Nivo+lpi vs Chemo
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Pooled (pair-wise)

Indirect {back-calculated)
Pooled (network)

Pembro vs Chemo

Keynote024

Keynote042

Pooled (pair-wise) 0.0%
Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network) 0.0%
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Keynote021G

keynote189

Keynote407
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Indirect {(back-calculated)
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Study 1n2
Durva+Treme vs Durva
MYSTIC

Pooled (pair-wise)

Indirect (back-calculated)
Pooled (network)

of heterogeneity analysis.
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