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Fig.S1. Precision-Recall curve for the performance of the miR2PE-score in the WMU
cohort-1 (A) and WMU cohort-2 (B).



A Canada cohort B o USA cohort
O _| @ _|
o o
cC © cC ©
S 37 il
o < _ S < |
o © a ©
(q\] (q\]
o] o
o | AUC = 0.874 o | AUC = 0.786
© 4 T T T T T © T T T T T
00 02 04 06 08 1.0 00 02 04 06 08 1.0
Recall Recall

Fig.S2. Precision-Recall curve for the performance of the miR2PE-score in the Canada cohort
(A) and USA cohort (B).
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Fig.S3. Precision-Recall curve for the performance of the miR2PE-score in the WMU cohort-3
(A) and WMU cohort-4 (B).
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Fig.S4. Forest plots of adjusted regression coefficients by gestational ages.
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Fig.S5. Performance comparison of the miR2PE-score with other parallel

methods to detect PE.
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