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Table S1 Characteristics of patients with TGCT

Seminoma  Non-seminoma P-value
No. of patients 1262 505
Age group <0.001
20s 146 (11.6%) 175 (34.7%)
30s 446 (35.3%) 184 (36.4%)
40s 404 (32.0%) 91 (18.0%)
50s- 266 (21.1%) 55 (10.9%)
Summary stage <0.001
Stagel 1053 (83.4%) 294 (58.2%)
Stagell 120 (9.5%) 64 (12.7%)
Stagelll 89 (7.1%) 147 (29.1%)
Institutional care volume 0.52
High-volume 684 (54.2%) 283 (56.0%)

Low-volume

578 (45.8%)

222 (44.0%)




1 Fig.S1 The overall survival of patients with seminomas (A) and non-seminomas (B),

2 stratified by summary stage
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1 Fig. S2 The overall survival of stage II-IIl seminoma (A) and non-seminoma (B)

2 patients, stratified by institutional care volume
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