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Fig. S1. Kaplan-Meier survival curves for (A) recurrence-free survival 

(RFS) and (B) progression-free survival (PFS) for patients with grade 

1 and grade 2 papillary urothelial carcinoma according to the 1973 

WHO classification system



A

Follow-up, mo 12 24 36 60

PUNLMP

- Probabilities ± SE (%)

- Number at risk (events)

82.4 ± 5.3

42 (9)

78.2 ± 5.8

35 (11)

78.2 ± 5.8

35 (11)

74.6 ± 6.6

21 (12)

LGPUC

- Probabilities ± SE (%)

- Number at risk (events)

65.0 ± 6.7

32 (18)

45.8 ± 7.2

27 (21)

38.8 ± 7.1

16 (30)

31.0 ± 7.0    

11 (33)

PUNLMP

LGPUC

5yr RFS rate: 74.6% vs. 31.0%

Log-rank test, P<0.001

Fig. S2. Kaplan-Meier survival curves for (A) recurrence-free survival (RFS) 

and (B) progression-free survival (PFS), and (C) overall survival for patients 

with papillary urothelial neoplasm of low malignant potential (PUNLMP) and 

noninvasive low-grade papillary urothelial carcinoma (noninvasive LGPUC) 

according to the 2004 WHO/ISUP classification system after propensity 

score matching



B

Follow-up, mo 12 24 36 60

PUNLMP

- Probabilities ± SE (%)

- Number at risk (events)

92.3± 3.7

47 (4)

90.3 ± 4.1

45 (5)

90.3 ± 4.1

45 (5)

83.9 ± 5.8

26 (7)

LGPUC

- Probabilities ± SE (%)

- Number at risk (events)

98.1 ± 1.9

52 (1)

94.1 ± 3.3

46 (3)

89.6 ± 4.4

39 (5)

82.5 ± 5.7 

35 (8)

PUNLMP

LGPUC

5yr PFS rate: 83.9% vs. 82.5%

Log-rank test, p=0.859
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Follow-up, mo 12 24 36 60

PUNLMP

- Probabilities ± SE (%)

- Number at risk (events)

100

52 (0)

95.5 ± 3.1

42 (2)

90.9 ± 4.3

39 (4)

88.2 ± 5.0

33 (5)

LGPUC

- Probabilities ± SE (%)

- Number at risk (events)

98.1 ± 1.9

52 (1)

98.1 ± 1.9

52 (1)

93.7 ± 3.5

42 (3)

93.7 ± 3.5

42 (3)

5yr OS rate: 88.2% vs. 93.7%

Log-rank test, p=0.918

PUNLMP

LGPUC


