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Supplementary Figure 1. The clinical-relevant survival nomograms and their calibration plots. (A) 0S-based model. (B) DFS-based
model.
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Included a total of 215
patients aquired from
TCIA, HNSCC dataset

Patients were excluded

» because of the unexpected
Lprimary tumor site (n = 12)

[lncluded 203 patients as the orginal cohort]

Patients were excluded because of
the pre-treatment images were
unavailable (n = 32)
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Included 171 qualified patients to
identification of pre-treatment
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Patients were excluded because of
the lack of paired post-treatment
PET images (n=49)
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Included 154 qualified patients to
identification of post-treatment
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115 patients were
randomly selected as

training cohort and 56
radiomics were
extracted

PET/CT signatures
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56 patients were
randomly selected as

validation cohort and
56 radiomics were
extracted
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paired pre- and post-treatment images
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based of clinical-relevant OS and DFS
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based of pre-treatment radiomics OS and
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Supplementary Figure 2. The flow chart of the study design.
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