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Supplementary Fig. 1 Predictive Performance Evaluation of TRS.  A: Histogram of the C-index of TRS compared to other clinical traits in the GSE42568 dataset. B: Histogram of the C-index of TRS compared to other clinical traits in the GSE58812 dataset. C: Distribution of TRS signatures in different lymph node metastases in the GSE24550 dataset. P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ****P < 0.0001
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Supplementary Fig. 2 Prognostic analysis of TRS. A: Forest plot showing one-way cox regression analysis of risk scores versus clinical traits for the GSE1456 dataset. B: Forest plot showing one-way cox regression analysis of risk scores versus clinical traits for the GSE20685 dataset. C: Forest plot showing one-way cox regression analysis of risk scores versus clinical traits for the GSE42568 dataset. D: Forest plot showing one-way cox regression analysis of risk scores versus clinical traits for the GSE58812 dataset. E: Forest plot showing one-way cox regression analysis of risk scores versus clinical traits for the GSE7390 dataset. F: Forest plot showing one-way cox regression analysis of risk scores versus clinical traits for the TCGA dataset
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Supplementary Fig. 3 Differences in the immune microenvironment and common immune checkpoints between high and low TRS groups. A: Differences in immunization scores between high and low TRS groups. B: Differences in substrate scores between high and low TRS groups. C: Differences in tumor purity between high and low TRS groups. D: Differences in common immune checkpoints(PD-1,CTLA-4,LAG-3,PD-L1,TIM-3,TIGIT) between high and low TRS groups. P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ****P < 0.0001
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