Figure S1. Heterogeneity analysis. (a) overall response rate (ORR); (b) 6-month PFS; (c) 1-year OS.

[image: image1.png]brse(b) Fitied values.
a

364036

2

3
o
0 7536
Vseo)
b bt Fited vaues
399095
H
o
0
Ve
e bty Fited vaues
o517
2
3
o
0 sonas

Vse)





Figure S2. Sensitivity analysis. Bars░=░95% confidence interval. Results symbolized by omitting each study in turn. (a) overall response rate (ORR); (b) 6-month PFS; (c) 1-year OS.
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Figure S3. Publication bias assessed by Egger’s test. (a) overall response rate (ORR); (b) 6-month PFS; (c) 1-year OS.
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Figure S4. Risk of bias assessment; (a) Risk of bias graph: review authors’ judgments about each risk of bias item presented as percentages across all included studies. (b) Risk of bias summary: review authors’ judgments about each risk of bias item for each included study.
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