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Supplementary Figure 1A: Funnel plot for studies included in the meta-analysis of tumour size

cut-off at 10mm; 1B: Galbraith plot for studies included in this analysis.



Funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
|

| ’
I /
| /
1 /

/
I
I

\

\

\,

\

\\Q Sarsekeh et al.2018

4
/7 ®GalancpMiRautBRtioe8al 2018

®fawa et al.20)
7
I
I
I
I
I
I
4 I
I
I
I
I
I

i
® Aldxandraki et al.2

1

@ Steffen (‘?t al.2015
T

2
log(Odds Ratio)

b/se(b)

b/se(b) Fitted values
Sarsekeh
5.45125
Rault-Pe
2 Grozinsk
Galanopo
0 Texandr Eoved
Steffen

24

T T T

0 2.37349

1/se(b)

cut-off at 20mm; 2B: Galbraith plot for studies included in this analysis.

Supplementary Figure 2A: Funnel plot for studies included in the meta-analysis of tumour size
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Supplementary Figure 3A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of tumours 10-

20mm vs tumours <10mm; 3B: Galbraith plot for studies included in this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 4A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of tumours 10-

20mm vs tumours >20mm; 4B: Galbraith plot for studies included in this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 5A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of tumours at
the appendix base vs tumours in the body or apex of the appendix; 5B: Galbraith plot for

studies included in this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 6A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of Grade 1

tumours vs Grade 2 tumours; 5B: Galbraith plot for studies included in this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 7A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of tumours with

meso-appendix invasion vs tumours without meso-appendix invasion; 7B: Galbraith plot for

studies included in this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 8A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of tumours with
vascular invasion vs tumours without vascular invasion; 8B: Galbraith plot for studies included

in this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 9A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of tumours with
lymph vessel invasion vs tumours without lymph vessel invasion; 9B: Galbraith plot for

studies included in this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 10A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of tumours

with perineuaral invasion vs tumours without perineural invasion; 10B: Galbraith plot for

studies included in this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 11A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of patients with
lymph node metastases vs patients without lymph node metastases with respect to 10-year

Disease Specific Survival; 11B: Galbraith plot for the two studies included in this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 12A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of tumours
>10mm vs tumours <10mm in paediatric studies; 12B: Galbraith plot for studies included in

this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 13A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of tumours

with meso-appendix invasion vs tumours without meso-appendix invasion in paediatric

studies; 13B: Galbraith plot for studies included in this analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 14A: Funnel plot for studies included in the comparison of tumours
with lymph vessel invasion vs tumours without lymph vessel invasion in paediatric studies;

14B: Galbraith plot for studies included in this analysis.
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