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Figure S1. Cytotoxic function for high, median, and low immune infiltration 

among non-rectal tumors clustered on the basis of immune cell infiltration. 

Figure S2. The relation between immune infiltration and EGFR, BRAF, KRAS and 

TP53 mutation status. 



Figure S1. Cytotoxic function for high, median, and low immune infiltration 

among non-rectal tumors clustered on the basis of immune cell infiltration. 

(A)Relative cytolytic score (CYT), and (B)expression of IFN-γ for high, median, and

low immune infiltration among non-rectal tumors clustered by overall immune cell

infiltration. Two-tailed Student’s t-tests were used for all analyses. The error bars

represent the means ± SEM. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001; p≥0.05, not 

significant. 



Figure S2. The relation between immune infiltration and EGFR, BRAF, KRAS and 

TP53 mutation status. 

(A)The degree of immune infiltration in EGFR wild type is higher than EGFR mutation

(H=169; M=235; L=148 vs H=26; M=36; L=24, p=0.045). (B)The same to BRAF

genotype, wild type is higher than mutation (H=158; M=214; L=151 vs H=47; M=54;

L=14, p=0.0008) . (C, D)The relationship between KRAS and TP53 mutation status and

immune cell infiltration are negative.




