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AUC 95%Cl Sp (%) Sp (% (%)
1gG 0.634 0.564-0.705 80.0 452 472
BPN IgM 0.507 0433-0.581 87.3 231 610
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Se, Sensitivity; Sp, Specificity; AR, agreement rate; CI, Confidence interval; IgG, Anti-COPT1-IgG autoantibody; IgM, Anti-COPT1-IgM autoantibody.
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95% ClI Se (%) Sp (% AR (%)
1gG 0.739 0.686-0.791 700 659 56.7
NC IgM 0.689 0.636-0.742 873 4338 612
vs CEA 0.537 0.476-0.599 17.3 96.5 64.9
NSCLC IgG+IgM 0.784 0.736-0.833 640 819 747
1gG+IgM+CEA 0.789 0.740-0.838 660 814 750
NC 1¢G 0718 0.648-0.788 67.1 659 662
. IgM 0.691 0.625-0.757 750 549 599
NGIE CEA 0543 0.465-0.622 224 912 708
(Early) IgG+IgM 0771 0.703-0.838 632 819 77.1
IgG+IgM+CEA 0771 0.703-0.838 632 823 775

Se, Sensitivity; Sp, Specificity; AR, Agreement rate; CI, Confidence interval; IgG, Anti-COPT1-IgG autoantibody; IgM, Anti-COPT1-IgM autoantibody.
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Variables

Age (year, %)

164(51.1)

<55y 165(51.4) 170(53.0)
>0.05
>55y 157(48.9) 156(48.6) 151(47.0)
Mean + SD 56 £ 11 55+ 12 56 + 11
Gender, n (%)
Male 199(62.0) 200(62.3) 204(63.5)
>0.05
Female 122(38.0) 121(37.7) 117(36.5)
Histology, n (%)
LUAD 227(70.7)
LUSC 46(14.3)
Other NSCLC 48(15.0)
Smoking, n (%)
Yes 114(35.5) 42(13.1)
No 207(64.5) 267(83.1)
Unknown 0(0) 12(3.8)
Drinking, n (%)
Yes 85(26.5) 86(26.8)
No 236(73.5) 233(72.6)
Unknown 0(0) 2(0.6)

Lymph node Metastasis, n (%)

Yes 97(30.2)
No 185(57.6)
Unknown 39(12.2)
Distant Metastasis, n (%)

Yes 40(12.5)
No 228(71.0)
Unknown 53(16.5)
Clinical stage, n (%)

1 ‘ 158(49.2)
il 16(5.0)
1 53(16.5)
v 36(11.2)
Unknown 58(18.1)

NSCLC, Non-small cell lung cancer; BPN, Benign pulmonary nodules; NC, Normal controls; SD, standard deviation.
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Variables

Age (year, %)

<55y 32(35.9) 36 (40.4)

I >0.05
>55y 57(64.1) 53 (59.6)
Mean + SD 60 + 10 58+9
Gender, n (%)
Male 51(57.3) 49(55.0)

>0.05

Female 38(42.7) 40(45.0)

Histology, n (%)

LUAD 61(68.5)
LUSC 16(17.9)
Other NSCLC 12(13.6)

Smoking, n (%)

Yes 29(32.5)
No 57(64.0)
Unknown 3(3.5)

Drinking, n (%)

Yes 13(14.5)
No 73(82.0)
Unknown 3(3.5)

Lymph node Metastasis, n (%)

Yes 46(51.6)
No 42(47.1)
Unknown 1(1.3)

Distant Metastasis, n (%)

Yes 45(50.5)
No 37(41.6)
Unknown 7(7.9)

Clinical stage, n (%)

1 31(34.8)
il 11(12.4)
11 7 0(0)

| v 47(52.8)
Unknown 0(0)

NSCLC, Non-small cell lung cancer; NC, Normal controls; SD, standard deviation.
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Analysis Survival Treatment

Study Year Country Design

type analysis methods
Hannarici = 2023 Turkey R Gastric cancer 159 Multwar’nate OS,PFS Non-surgery 7
analysis
Navarro 2019 Korea R Gallbladder 197 Mu]llvaljlate OS,DFS Surgery 7
Cancer analysis
Ni 2022 China R Renal cancer 420 Multvariate 08 Surgery 7
analysis
Multivariat
Song | 2022 China R Lung cancer 1772 (tivariate 0s Non-surgery 8
analysis
Yang 2022 China R Lung cancer 862 MuluvarAlale 0s Surgery 7
analysis
Colorectal Multivariat
Yang | 2022 China R orecta 1448 Ltivariate 0s Surgery 7
cancer analysis
Multivari
Yilmaz | 2021 China R Liver cancer 150 sivanate 0S,PFS Non-surgery 7
analysis
Multivariat
Yimaz | 2022 China R Breast cancer 110 tivariate 08,PES Non-surgery 7
analysis
Zhang | 2021A | China R banczeatic 130 Meliivasiats 0s Surgery 6
cancer analysis
Zhang | 2021B China R Raniceeatic 129 Muhivariate os Surgery 6
cancer analysis
P iy Multivariat
Zhong | 2020 China R ancreatic 238 tvariate os Non-surgery 6
cancer analysis
Multivariat
Liu | 2024A  China R Lung cancer 240 thvariste 0s Surgery 6
analysis
Liu 20248 China R Golorectal 378 Multivariate 0s Surgery 6
cancer analysis
Multivariat
Liu 2024C  China R Breast cancer 21 Rl 0s Surgery 6
analysis
Multivariat
Liu 2024D China R Gastric cancer 335 war.m ¢ 0s Surgery 6
analysis
Multivariate
Liu | 2024E | China R Liver cancer 270 e 08 Surgery 6
analysis
Esophageal Multivariat
Liu | 2024F  China R sophage 233 Ltivariate 08 Surgery 6
Cancer analysis
Liu  2024H  China R Renal Cancer 295 Multteastste 0s Surgery 6
analysis
Multivariate
Liu | 204G China R Melanoma 200 Hrariate 0s Surgery 6
analysis
Multivariate
Zhang | 2023 China R Breast cancer 1125 S 0s Non-surgery 8
analysis
I Multivari
Aydin | 2024 | Turkey R Colorectal, b5} ultivariate 0s Surgery 6
cancer ana]yﬂs
P it Multivariate
Pak | 2024 Korea R ancreatic 338 Ltivaniate 0s Surgery 6
cancer analysis

R, retrospective; OS, overall survival; DFS, disease-free survival; PFS, progression-free survival; NOS score, Newcastle-Ottawa Scale score.
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