"" frontiers

Supplementary Figures

) M. Santoni2013

Minoru Kobayashi2013

. Gunduz2014

M. Santoni2015
Chrom, P.201

G. M. Zhang201

- Cai, W.201

Hiroki Ishihara201

Jeyakumar,Ghayathri201

N. Tanaka201

Weijie Gu201

Kim; S. H.2018

Dylan J Martini2019

H. Ishihara2019

J. Huszno2019

. . G.N. Marta2020

Tjokrow1dl]laja, Angelina2020

Matthéw D Tucker2021

0. H. Aktepe2021

E. Bolzacchini2022

Kosuke Ueda2022

S. E. Rebuzzi2022

A. 1. Parosanu2023

Korkmaz, Mustafa2023

Matteo Santoni2023

Wang, Zhaojuan2023

Shingo Toyoda2024

Young, Matthew2024

Ahmet Yildirim2025

Kikuchi, Hiroshi2025

Nakane, Keita2025

RN ENENEN PN [o){o))

Meta—analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
Lower CI Limit O Estimate Upper CI Limit

0.49 0.51 0.60 0.69 0.71

Supplementary Figure 1a. Sensitivity analysis of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy

with high NLR versus low NLR.
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Supplementary Figure 1b. Sensitivity analysis of PFS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy
with high NLR versus low NLR.
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Supplementary Figure 1¢. Galbraith plot of PFS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy with
high NLR versus low NLR.
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Begg’s funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Supplementary Figure 1d. Begg’s funnel plot of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy
with high NLR versus low NLR.
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Supplementary Figure le. Begg’s funnel plot of PFS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy
with high NLR versus low NLR.
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Supplementary Figure 2a. Sensitivity analysis of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy

with high NEU versus low NEU.
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Supplementary Figure 2b. Galbraith plot of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy with
high NEU versus low NEU.
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Supplementary Figure 2¢c. Begg’s funnel plot of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy
with high NEU versus low NEU.
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Supplementary Figure 3a. Sensitivity analysis of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy

with low Hb versus high Hb.
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Supplementary Figure 3b. Galbraith plot of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy with
low Hb versus high Hb.
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Supplementary Figure 3c. Begg’s funnel plot of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy
with low Hb versus high Hb.
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Supplementary Figure 4a. Sensitivity analysis of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy
with high SII versus low SII.
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Supplementary Figure 4b.
high SII versus low SIL
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Galbraith plot of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy with

13



Supplementary Material

Begg’s funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

1.5

log[hr]

0 .
s.e. of® log[hr]

Supplementary Figure 4c¢. Begg’s funnel plot of OS in RCC patients treated with targeted therapy
with high SII versus low SII.
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