                   Supplementary tables
Table 1. Comparison of mean predicted risk and observed event rate across deciles with 45° reference line
	Deciles of PHIOMoD predicted risk
	No. of cases
	%
	Mean Predicted Risk
	Observed Event Rate
	Reference (Ideal 45°)

	1
	10
	9.8
	0.072
	0.10 (1/10)
	0.072

	2
	10
	9.8
	0.228
	0.20 (2/10)
	0.228

	3
	10
	9.8
	0.373
	0.50 (5/10)
	0.373

	4
	11
	10.8
	0.521
	0.55 (6/11)
	0.521

	5
	9
	8.8
	0.608
	0.44 (4/9)
	0.608

	6
	10
	9.8
	0.718
	0.70 (7/10)
	0.718

	7
	12
	11.8
	0.821
	0.75 (9/12)
	0.821

	8
	10
	9.8
	0.887
	0.90 (9/10)
	0.887

	9
	10
	9.8
	0.941
	1.00 (10/10)
	0.941

	10
	10
	9.8
	0.975
	1.00 (10/10)
	0.975


Observed Event Rate=Predicted Risk














Table 2. Calibration of PHIOMoD predicted risk using the Hosmer–Lemeshow goodness-of-fit test
	Decile of predicted risk
	Observed
	Expected
	Total

	
	Survival
	Died
	Survival
	Died
	

	1
	9
	1
	3.8
	6.2
	10

	2
	8
	2
	3.8
	6.2
	10

	3
	5
	5
	3.8
	6.2
	10

	4
	5
	6
	4.2
	6.8
	11

	5
	5
	4
	3.4
	5.6
	9

	6
	3
	7
	3.8
	6.2
	10

	7
	3
	9
	4.6
	7.4
	12

	8
	1
	9
	3.8
	6.2
	10

	9
	0
	10
	3.8
	6.2
	10

	10
	0
	10
	3.8
	6.2
	10

	Total
	39
	63
	39.0
	63.0
	102

	Hosmer–Lemeshow χ² = 4.334,   = 8, p = 0.826 (Adequate fit)

















Table 3. Logistic Regression Estimates for Calibration Slope and Intercept
	Parameter
	Estimate (B)
	Standard Error (SE)
	Ideal Value
	p
	Interpretation

	Calibration Slope
	1.000
	0.208
	1.0
	<0.001*
	The slope is exactly equal to the ideal value, indicating excellent calibration.

	Calibration Intercept
	0.000
	0.268
	0.0
	1.000
	The intercept equals the ideal value, indicating no systematic deviation in predictions.









































