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[Statistical Methods] Software and Basic Statistics

Rlanguage version 333 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria) and T&F program ver, 1,0(Yoalin BioSoft, Korea) were used for all stafistical
analyses, Data were expressed as Mean £ 30 for confinuous variables, For categorical variables, data was expressed as sample number and percentage, N% ),

[Table] Baseline characteristics of variables

Status=fle Stapls=Death
Varlable Subgroup N Ranage Response=nPD Responze=PD  Response=nPD Response=PD  pvalye [
Sample No (%) 1501007 312067 3126 19{1267) 61 (4067)
fae 15001000 8061 £11.01 6081 £971 612821073 62+9 Sop 124 060
R Sex 150 (100 0522
\\ Male 127 (847 ZTCET 1) 33(84.6) 14737 53(86.9)
\\ Female 23(15.3) 40128 6(15.4) 5(B.3 30131
h AP _log10 15001000 22 £1.3 191113 206 +118 2511039 Z44 2161 0289
bFGF_log10 149100 044 £047 026 +046 047 £036 016 +082 059 +0.44 {0,001+
PIVKA_log10 150 (1003 2123 189£0.9 2561124 214101 3014125 <0001+
Twne 150 (1003 0017+
-0 24016 101323 §(205) 2(108) 4(66)
T-1 93(62) 201645) 21682 13 (654 BB
T2 33(22) 132 41103 40211 24(393)
— Note ——
P Age, expressed as Mean 30, palue U computed by Student T Testin the subsamples of Response: nPD vs, FD
Sex, expressed as sample number and % {computed column-wise), p value /"' computed by Chi-squared testin the subsamples of Response: nPD vs, PD
BFP 1010, expressed as Mean 30, p salue ' computed by Sudent T Testin the subsamples of Response: nPD v, PD
bFGF_log10, expressed as Mean £ 5D, p value ' computed by Student T Testin the subsamples of Response: nPD vs, PD
~— o8] } r}J

P=0.009*

bFGF_logl0

N=24 Ne92 Ne33 N=149
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Table Body HY Q_I

No 1 2| 3 4 i 5] 6 7] g[ 9 =3 o upR|
1 Status=Alive Status=Death
2|Variable Subgroup N(%) Range p PD P =PD p PD P =PD  p value[1] =Y ™ yeos 2y
3| sample No (%) 150 31 (20.67) 39 (26) 19 (12.67) 61 (40.67)
4|Age 150 6061 £ 11.01 60.81 = 9.71 61.28 = 10.73 62 + 9.24 59.64 £ 124 0.609 e =
5]sex 150 0522 HUE E XY
6 Male 127 27 (87.1) 33 (84.6) 14 (73.7) 53 (86.9)
7 Female 22 4(12.9) 6 (15.4) 5 (26.3) 8 (13.1) ZI UM E AH
8| AFP_log10 150 2.21 + 1.38 191 +13 2.06 + 1.16 2.25 + 1.09 2.44 + 1.61 0.289
9| bFGF_log10 149 0.44 + 0.47 0.26 = 0.46 0.47 £ 0.36 0.16 = 0.62 0.59 + 0.44 < 0.001%* o] 7|
10| PIVKA _log10 150 2.55 + 1.23 1.89 + 0.93 2.56 + 1.24 214 £+ 1.01 3.01 £ 1.25 < 0.001™
11| Type 150 0.017%
12 T-0 24 (16) 10 (32.3) 8 (20.5) 2 (10.5) 4 (6.6)
13 T1 93 (62) 20 (64.5) 27 (69.2) 13 (68.4) 33 (54.1)
14 T-2 33 (22) 103.2) 4(10.3) 421.1) 24 (39.3)
15
16,
17]
18]
19|
20|
K d
Table Legend HE
Age, expressed as Mean = SD, p value[1] oomputed by Student TTest in the subsamples of Response: nPD vs. PD
Sex, expressed as sample number and % ise), p value[1] puted by Chi-squared test in the subsamples of Response: nPD
vs. PD
AFP_log10, expressed as Mean + SD, p value[1] computed by Student T Test in the subsamples of Response: nPD vs. PD
bFGF_log10, expressed as Mean + SD, p value[1] computed by Student T Test in the subsamples of Response: nPD vs. PD
PIVKA_log10, expressed as Mean + SD, p value[1] oomputed by Welch s Test in the subsamples of Response: nPD vs. PD
Type, expressed as sample number and % ), p value[1] by Chi-sq d test in the ples of Resp
nPD vs. PD
N(3%), computed in the total sample or subgroups excluding missing data ©
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