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Supplementary Figure 1. The flow chart summarizing the process for the identification of the eligible clinical studies.
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Supplementary Figure 2. PFS in pairwise analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 3. Inconsistency vs. consistency plot for Progression free survival of COK 4-6 treatments. Plot of
individual data points for the consistency model (horizonal axis) and the inconsistency model (vertical axis), along with the equality line.
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