<JLO 19523; supplementary material>

Table 1. Modified Pittsburgh staging system as described by Moody et al. in 2000 (Pittsburgh-2000)
	Stage
	Modified Pittsburgh staging system (moody et al.) (Pittsburgh-2000)

	T1
	Tumour limited to the EAC without bony erosion or evidence of soft tissue involvement

	T2
	Tumour with limited EAC bone erosion (not full thickness) with limited (<0.5 cm) soft tissue involvement

	T3
	Tumour eroding the osseous EAC (full thickness) with limited (<0.5 cm) soft tissue involvement or tumour involving the middle ear, mastoid or both

	T4
	Tumour eroding the cochlea, petrous apex, medial wall of the middle ear, carotid canal, or jugular foramen of dura, or with extensive soft tissue involvement (>0.5 cm), such as involvement of the temporomandibular joint or stylomastoid foramen, or with evidence of facial paresis

	Nodal status
	Lymph node involvement is a poor prognostic sign and places a patient in an advanced stage (i.e. T1N1 (stage III), T2,3,4 N1 (stage IV)

	Metastases status 
	M1 is a stage IV and is considered a very poor prognostic sign


EAC = external auditory canal
Table 2. Cross tabulation of tumour, node and metastases for the clusters modified
	Stage
	Cluster 1
	Cluster 2
	Cluster 3
	Cluster 4

	Tumour
	
	
	
	

	– 1
	17 (100.00)
	0 
	0 
	0 

	– 2
	0 
	16 (100.00)
	0 
	0 

	– 3
	0 
	0 
	13 (100.00)
	0 

	– 4
	0 
	0 
	0 
	15 (100.00)

	Nodes
	
	
	
	

	– 0
	17 (30.91)
	13 (23.64)
	13 (23.64)
	12 (21.82)

	– 1
	0 
	1 (50.00)
	0 
	1 (50.00)

	– 2
	0 
	2 (50.00)
	0 
	2 (50.00)

	Metastases
	
	
	
	

	– 0
	17 (27.87)
	16 (26.23)
	13 (21.31)
	15 (24.59)


Table 3. Survival months based on the clustering

	Cluster
	Patients (n)
	Mean survival (months)
	Standard deviation (months)
	Minimum
	25th percentile
	Median
	75th percentile
	Maximum

	Cluster 1
	17
	75.71
	62.94
	7.00
	22.00
	46.00
	137.00
	210.00

	Cluster 2
	16
	52.58
	65.87
	0.40
	5.50
	26.40
	78.40
	199.00

	Cluster 3
	13
	54.36
	64.73
	7.00
	14.00
	24.20
	55.00
	205.00

	Cluster 4
	15
	39.37
	56.44
	0.36
	6.50
	10.40
	47.00
	186.00


Fig. 1. The funnel plot was symmetric suggesting symmetry in the data and low likelihood of publication bias.
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– Please change ‘Error’ to lowercase.
– Please remove ‘meta-analysis at the top'.
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