Table 1. Pairwise comparisons of tumor growth slopes from a linear mixed-effects model of square root-transformed tumor volumes. Holm’s procedure was used to correct for multiple comparisons.
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Table 2. Pairwise comparisons of tumor latency from the Firth Cox model. Holm’s procedure was used to correct for multiple comparisons.
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Slope difference

Comparison (SE) P-value | Adjusted p-value
anti-TRA ScFv-Fc vs Control 0.01 (0.03) 0.7256 0.7256
300 uCi vs Control -0.11 (0.03) <0.0001 0.0002
500 uCi vs Control -0.21 (0.03) <0.0001 <0.0001
750 uCi vs Control -0.26 (0.03) <0.0001 <0.0001
300 uCi vs anti-TRA ScFv-Fc -0.12 (0.03) <0.0001 <0.0001
500 uCi vs anti-TRA ScFv-Fc -0.22 (0.03) <0.0001 <0.0001
750 uCi vs anti-TRA ScFv-Fc -0.27 (0.03) <0.0001 <0.0001
500 uCi vs 300 uCi -0.10 (0.03) 0.0006 0.0017
750 uCi vs 300 uCi -0.14 (0.02) <0.0001 <0.0001
750 uCi vs 500 uCi -0.05 (0.03) 0.0659 0.1318
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Adjusted p-

Comparison HR (95% CI) P-value value
anti-TRA ScFv-Fc vs Control 0.90 (0.20-3.74) 0.8880 >0.999
300 uCi vs Control 0.48 (0.11-2.00) 0.3077 >0.999
500 uCi vs Control 0.06 (0.0005-0.60) 0.0126 0.1011
750 uCi vs Control 0.03 (0.0002-0.30) 0.0013 0.0128
300 uCi vs anti-TRA ScFv-Fc 0.53 (0.11-2.56) 0.4143 >0.999
500 uCi vs anti-TRA ScFv-Fc 0.07 (0.0005-0.73) 0.0243 0.1461
750 uCi vs anti-TRA ScFv-Fc 0.03 (0.0003-0.37) 0.0037 0.0336
500 uCi vs 300 uCi 0.13 (0.0010-1.34) 0.0930 0.4648
750 uCi vs 300 uCi 0.06 (0.0005-0.67) 0.0191 0.1338
750 uCi vs 500 uCi 0.50 (0.003-92.18) 0.7315 >0.999





