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Variables Gastric SRCC* Colorectal SRCC

Total No metastasis Metastasis P value Total No metastasis Metastasis P value
Gender
Male 1526 (52.5) 904 (52.6) 622 (52.4) 0.910 589 (51.2) 345 (50.8) 244 (51.8) 0.764
Female 1379 (47.5) 814 (47.4) 565 (47.6) 561 (48.8) 334(49.2) 227 (48.2)
Age
<50 567 (19.5) 259 (15.1) 308 (25.9) <0.001 203 (17.7) 96 (14.1) 107 (22.7) <0.001
50-64 961 (33.1) 541 (31.5) 420 (35.4) 336 (29.2) 162 (23.9) 174 (36.9)
=65 1377 (47.4) 918 (53.4) 459 (38.7) 611 (53.1) 421 (62.0) 190 (40.3)
Race
White 2050 (70.6) 1170 (68.1) 880 (76.1) 0.001 947 (82.3) 561 (82.6) 386 (82.0) 0.529
Black 362 (12.5) 223 (13.0) 139 (11.7) 120 (10.4) 66 (9.7) 54 (11.5)
Others 493 (17.0) 325 (18.9) 168 (14.2) 83(7.2) 52(7.7) 31 (6.6)
Grade
Well 7(0.2) 6(0.3) 1(0.1) <0.001 8(0.7) 3(0.4) 5(1.1) <0.001
Moderate 61 (2.1) 36 (2.1) 25(2.1) 69 (6.0) 44 (6.5) 25(5.3)
Poor 2245 (77.3) 1401 (81.5) 844 (71.1) 752 (65.4) 448 (66.0) 304 (64.5)
Undifferentiation 65(2.2) 47 (2.7) 18 (1.5) 156 (13.6) 112 (16.5) 44 (9.3)
Unknown 527 (18.1) 228 (13.3) 299 (25.2) 165 (14.3) 72 (10.6) 93 (19.7)
Marital status
Married 1610 (55.4) 935 (54.4) 675 (59.6) 0.197 602 (52.3) 342 (50.4) 260 (55.2) 0.119
Unmarried 1295 (44.6) 783 (45.6) 512 (43.1) 548 (47.7) 337 (49.6) 211 (44.8)
Cancer-specific surgery
Yes 1332 (45.9) 1146 (66.7) 186 (15.7) <0.001 922 (80.2) 619 (91.2) 303 (64.3) <0.001
No 1573 (54.1) 572 (33.3) 1001 (84.3) 228 (19.8) 60 (8.8) 168 (35.7)
Radiation
Yes 681 (23.4) 517 (30.1) 164 (13.8) <0.001 121 (10.5) 81 (11.9) 40 (8.5) 0.064
No 2224 (76.6) 1201 (69.9) 1023 (86.2) 1029 (89.5) 598 (88.1) 431 (91.5)
Chemotherapy
Yes 1643 (56.6) 914 (53.2) 729 (61.4) <0.001 616 (53.6) 310 (45.7) 306 (65.0) <0.001
No 1262 (43.4) 804 (46.8) 458 (38.6) 534 (46.4) 369 (54.3) 165 (35.0)

* The number in the parentheses is the percentage of this category.
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HN6.9%. 14.3%. 31.8%. 25.0%F124.6%, Tfij—4fh
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FATTHH B IR Z AN 22 (R 3R Cox KIS L 431] [a] U 455 73
AFF 5 A D] 26 2 75 9 5 il B 74 R e 1) AR AR I . R
AT B 5 ) B 1 8 A B g R0 2 L B R At T e 1R TS
MR R AFAEAR R 22 . AE B BB s B b, Fob
TR AT 7 2 W R R e AR AR R (R 2) . AHIR

2 EITHCAN N T R PR e e A A AR ) AR RN 22 TR R 2 M

TE 45 H o B0 A ff e B v, S Mg DR R 52 i fib
JERE AR (R3). I HAEE A IE AL 7 1
190 0 84 i e R I R B S A O (RAATE]3).
(B B RO B A T, I A R A TS B =
(CSS HR,1.705; 95% CI, 1.068~2.742; P =0.025). {E
45 . B R Al B s R, I A R 2 A R R
BFE TG R % (CSSHR,1.997;95% CI, 1.493~2.670;
P <0.001).,

Variables Univariate Multivariate
CSS" HR" (95% CI) P value CSS HR (95% CI) P value

Gender

Male Reference Reference

Female 0.980 (0.896, 1.072) 0.662 0.951 (0.86, 1.043) 0.283
Year

2010 Reference Reference

2011 0.996 (0.893, 1.112) 0.946 0.952 (0.853, 1.063) 0.385

2012 0.946 (0.846, 1.058) 0.328 0.877 (0.784, 0.981) 0.022
Age

<50 Reference Reference

50-64 0.910 (0.800, 1.035) 0.151 0.911 (0.801, 1.037) 0.160

>65 1.122 (0.995, 1.265) 0.060 1.008 (0.891, 1.140) 0.903
Race

White Reference Reference

Black 1.043 (0.910, 1.195) 0.545 1.035 (0.901, 1.189) 0.625

Others 0.710 (0.623, 0.808) <0.001 0.821 (0.720, 0.936) 0.003
Grade
Well-differentiated Reference Reference

Moderately differentiated 3.402 (0.819, 14.130) 0.092 2.889 (0.694, 12.022) 0.145

Poorly differentiated 3.538 (0.884, 14.161) 0.074 3.244 (0.809, 13.006) 0.097

Undifferentiated 2.732 (0.658, 11.348) 0.166 3.029 (0.728, 12.605) 0.128

Unknown 5.335(1.329,21.414) 0.018 3.166 (0.787, 12.730) 0.105
Marital status

Married Reference Reference

Unmarried 1.208 (1.103, 1.322) <0.001 1.051 (0.957, 1.155) 0.300
Cancer-specific surgery

Yes Reference Reference

No 4.083 (3.694, 4.513) <0.001 4.127 (3.714, 4.585) <0.001
Radiation

Yes Reference Reference

No 1.549 (1.389, 1.729) <0.001 1.140 (1.014, 1.282) 0.029
Chemotherapy

Yes Reference Reference

No 1.241 (1.132, 1.361) <0.001 1.383 (1.249, 1.532) <0.001

HR: hazard ratio; CI: confidence interval.
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Variables Univariate Multivariate
CSS HR (95% CI) P value CSS HR (95% CI) P value
Gender
Male Reference Reference
Female 0.954 (0.817, 1.114) 0.548 1.007 (0.859, 1.180) 0.934
Year
2010 Reference Reference
2011 1.047 (0.870, 1.262) 0.625 1.070 (0.887, 1.291) 0.478
2012 1.011 (0.830, 1.231) 0.913 1.010 (0.827, 1.233) 0.923
Age
<50 Reference Reference
50-64 0.944 (0.756, 1.177) 0.607 0.976 (0.780, 1.220) 0.830
=65 0.913 (0.744, 1.121) 0.385 1.035 (0.835, 1.283) 0.755
Race
White Reference Reference
Black 0.850 (0.652, 1.108) 0.228 0.766 (0.585, 1.003) 0.053
Others 0.973 (0.722, 1.311) 0.858 1.075 (0.795, 1.455) 0.638
Grade
Well-differentiated Reference Reference
Moderately differentiated 1.125 (0.342, 3.701) 0.846 0.853 (0.258, 2.824) 0.795
Poorly differentiated 1.750 (0.562, 5.449) 0.334 1.383 (0.442, 4.329) 0.578
Undifferentiated 1.594 (0.503, 5.046) 0.428 1.437 (0.451, 4.574) 0.540
Unknown 2.586 (0.822, 8.139) 0.104 1.320 (0.415, 4.196) 0.638
Marital status
Married Reference Reference
Unmarried 1.124 (0.963, 1.313) 0.139 1.166 (0.993, 1.369) 0.061
Cancer-specific surgery
Yes Reference Reference
No 3.428 (2.877, 4.085) <0.001 3.675 (3.017,4.477) <0.001
Radiation
Yes Reference Reference
No 0.829 (0.659, 1.043) 0.110 1.093 (0.854, 1.398) 0.481
Chemotherapy
Yes Reference Reference
No 0.904 (0.771, 1.060) 0.215 0.935(0.787, 1.112) 0.449
KA FLALIBALIY JZ I B AN GE B A e 8 R e e VA AP R I 2 T R 0T
Variables Gastric SRCC Colorectal SRCC
CSS HR (95% CI) P value CSS HR (95% CI) P value
No metastasis Reference Reference
Bone metastasis 1.429 (1.200, 1.702) <0.001 1.876 (1.213, 2.900) 0.005
Brain metastasis 1.705 (1.068, 2.724) 0.025 1.562 (0.666, 3.662) 0.305
Liver metastasis 1.531 (1.284, 1.825) <0.001 1.711 (1.287, 2.276) <0.001
Lung metastasis 1.350 (1.089, 1.673) 0.006 1.025 (0.644, 1.631) 0.918
DL metastasis 1.220 (1.057, 1.407) 0.006 1.997 (1.493, 2.670) <0.001

Note: Adjusted for race, gender, age, marital status, grade, and therapies.
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5 ANFIRER A ANAS ARG R4S B BN AR LS (R 5 R DR 285 5 R e e 1R A A7 R ) 2R 2R

Gastric SRCC
Variables

Colorectal SRCC

CSS HR (95% CI) P value CSS HR (95% CI) P value

Race

White 2.271(1.987,2.595) <0.001 3.181 (2.598, 3.894) <0.001

Black 2.800 (1.996, 3.928) <0.001 5.131(2.542, 10.359) <0.001

Other 3.063 (2.221, 4.225) <0.001 1.995 (0.880, 4.525) 0.098
Gender

Male 2.334(1.991, 2.735) <0.001 3.751 (2.901, 4.852) <0.001

Female 2.500 (2.112,2.958) <0.001 3.123 (2.367, 4.121) <0.001
Marital status

Married 2.604 (2.219, 3.056) <0.001 2.766 (2.143, 3.570) <0.001

Unmarried 2.213 (1.873, 2.615) <0.001 4.448 (3.371, 5.870) <0.001

Adjusted for age, grade, and therapies.

OIS H ¥ (CSS HR, 2.604; 95% CI, 2.219~3.056) ]
TG B2 T AN 5 1B (CSS HR, 2.334; 95% CI,
1.991~2.735) Fijgh & &35 (CSS HR, 2.213; 95% CI,
1.873~2.615). {E45 H N s &, A ik
R BB (CSSHR, 3.751;95% CI, 2.901~4.852;
P<0.001) J fh & = 3% (CSS HR, 4.448; 95% ClI,
3.371~5.870; P < 0.001) [ITi)5H%.

4,393
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