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Supplementary Figure 1. Kaplan-Meier analysis of differentially expressed ARGs for OS in TCGA-TARGET.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Kaplan-Meier analysis of differentially expressed ARGs for RFS in GSE39058.
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A Univariate COX regression analysis for OS in training cohort (TCGA) Multivariate COX regression analysis for OS in training cohort (TCGA)

pvalue Hazard ratio pvalue
Age 0.504 0.612(0.145-2.583) —a— Age 0.758
Gender 0.304 0.681(0.328-1.416) —— Gender 0.937
M <0.001 4.770(2.285-9.954) —i— M <0.001
riskScore  <0.001 6.030(3.106-11.708) —— riskScore  <0.001
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0.794(0.183-3.441) ——————

0.969(0.442-2.125) —_—
4.725(2.158-10.346) —_—
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Univariate COX regression analysis for RFS in validation cohort (TCGA) Multivariate COX regression analysis for RFS in validation cohort (TCGA)

pvalue Hazard ratio pvalue Hazard ratio
Age 0.038 9.690(1.132-82.956) —— AQE 0.173 4.623(0.512-41.764) L
Gender 0.270 1.592(0.696-3.642) —i— Gender 0.219 1.705(0.728-3.993) ——
riskScore 0.016  6.061(1.408-26.093) —— riskScore 0.018  6.505(1.387-30.501) ———
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Supplementary Figure 3. Univariate and multivariate Cox analyses for OS (A) and RFS (B) in TCGA-TARGET.
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