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Supplementary Figure 1. Forest plots of the relationship between cachexia and overall survival in NSCLC patients.

Abbreviations: HR: hazard ratio; Cl: confidence interval; IV: Inverse Variance method.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Forest plots of the relationship between cachexia and time to treatment failure. Abbreviations: HR:

hazard ratio; Cl: confidence interval.
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Supplementary Figure 3. Forest plots of the relationship between cachexia and objective response rate in NSCLC patients.
Abbreviations: OR: odds ratio; Cl: confidence interval; IV: Inverse Variance method.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Sensitivity analysis of the association between cachexia and objective response rate. Abbreviations:
HR: hazard ratio; Cl: confidence interval.
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Funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Supplementary Figure 5. Funnel plots of the relationship between cachexia and overall survival (A) and progression-free survival (B).
Abbreviations: HR: hazard ratio; DL: DerSimonian-Laird method.

WWW.aging-us.com

AGING





