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Supplemental Figure 1: FLNA Prostate Cancer Biomarker Panel Performs Better Than PSA combined with prostate volume and age.in Differentiating Patients with Lower Urinary Tract Symptoms (LUTS) or Benign Prostate Hyperplasia (BPH) from Prostate Cancer (PCa). (A) Combined ROC curve assessment. (B) Precision analysis, (C) Intervention analysis, and (D) decision curve analysis (E) statistical assessment comparing FLNA, prostate volume, and age with PSA, prostate volume, and age. (F) Comparison of FLNA, prostate volume and age panel across sites. (G) Comparison of PSA alone across sites.
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Supplemental Figure 2: FLNA Prostate Cancer Biomarker Panel Performs Better Than PSA combined with prostate volume and age.in preventing men with BPH/LUTS from having multiple biopsies. (A) Combined ROC curve assessment. (B) Precision analysis, (C) Intervention analysis, and (D) decision curve analysis (E) statistical assessment comparing FLNA, prostate volume, and age with PSA, prostate volume and age. 
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Supplemental Figure 3: FLNA Prostate Cancer Biomarker Panel Performs Better Than PSA combined with prostate volume and age.in detecting BPH/LUTS compared to Gleason 8-10 prostate cancers. (A) Combined ROC curve assessment. (B) Precision analysis, (C) Intervention analysis, and (D) decision curve analysis (E) statistical assessment comparing FLNA, prostate volume, and age with PSA, prostate volume, and age. 
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Output stats for FLNA-P21 + Age + Vol Models
Cohort | Cutoff| AUC | Sensitivity | Specificity | PPV | NPV OR (C1) pval
alldata| 0.5 | 0.75 0.9 0.45 0.72 | 0.74 | 7.36 (4.99-11) 1.40E-28
Output stats for PSA + Age + Vol Models
Cohort | Cutoff| AUC | Sensitivity | Specificity | PPV | NPV OR (C1) pval
all data| 0.49 | 0.75 0.9 0.28 0.67 | 0.64 | 3.55(2.36-5.39) | 1.30E-10
Output stats for FLNA-P21 + Age + Vol Models for each site
Cohort | Cutoff | AUC | Sensitivity |Specificity| PPV | NPV OR (CI) pval
SiteDoD | 0.53 |0.83 0.9 0.59 0.8 | 0.8 | 13.3(7.38 -24.7) | 9.80E-23
Site VA 022 073 0.91 0.36 0.5]0.9| 5.77(1.51-33) 0.006
SiteUHN| 0.18 |0.77 0.91 0.25 0.4 | 0.8 |3.29(1.31-9.42)| 0.0077
Site CCF 091 081 0.9 0.6 1 ]0.213.7(142-179)| 0.011
Output stats for PSA alone Models for each site
Cohort | Cutoff | AUC [Sensitivity PPV | NPV OR(Cl) pval
Site DoD | 0.66 0.54 0.9 0.14 0.68 0.42 1.56 (0.749-3.21) | 0.21
Site VA 0.32 0.59 0.91 0.26 0.42 0.83 3.56 (0.896 - 20.8) | 0.058
Site UHN | 0.34 0.56 0.92 0.042 0.39 0.45 |0.533(0.124-2.18) | 0.35
Site CCF | 0.96 0.44 0.9 0 0.96 0 0(0-11.6) X
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Output stats for FLNA-P21 + Age + Vol Models
Cohort | Cutoff| AUC | Sens city[ PPV [ NPV | OR (CI) [ pval

Multiple Biopsy 0.71__0.87 0.9 0.67 093 058 18.7(10.8-33) 4.20E31

Output stats for PSA + Age + Vol Models
Cohort | Cutoff| AUC | Sens city [ PPV | NPV | OR (CI) [ pval
Multiple Biopsy 0.73_ 0.75 0.9 038 0.88 043 5.56(3.22-9.58) 2.00E-10
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Output stats for FLNA-P21 + Age + Vol Models
Cohort | Cutoff [ AUC | Sensitivity | Specificity | PPV | NPV | OR (CI) [ pval
Gleason8-10 0.071 0.74 0.92 0.45 0.18  0.98 9.64 (2.94 - 50) 2.80E-06

Output stats for PSA + Age + Vol Models

Cohort | Cutoff [ AUC | Sensitivity | Specificity | PPV | NPV | OR (CI) [ pval

Gleason8-10 0.054 0.7 0.92 0.22 0.13  0.96 3.38(1.02-17.7) 0.035





