Supplementary Tables

Supplementary Table 1. D-dimer cutoff information.
	Study ID
	Cut-off values
	Method for determining the cut-off values

	Diao D (2014) [8]
	1.500 mg/L
	Based on the ROC analysis

	Liu L (2014) [9]
	1.465 μg/mL
	Based on the ROC analysis

	Go SI (2015) [10]
	1.500 μg/mL
	Minimal P-value approach

	Liang Y (2018) [11] 
	500.000 μg/L
	Based on the preoperative plasma D-dimer level

	Kim EY (2021) [12]
	3.330 μg/mL
	 Contal and O’Quigley’s method

	Shen H (2022) [13]
	0.560 μg/mL
	X-tile test

	Zhang X (2022) [14]
	1.000 mg/L
	According to the upper limit of the normal value of the clinical reference of D-dimer

	Zhang XF (2022) [15]
	1000.000 ng/mL
	The median value of the pretreatment D-dimer value

	Li W (2024) [16]
	1.000 ng/mL
	NR

	Wang D (2024) [17]
	0.965 mg/L
	Based on the ROC analysis


ROC, receiver operating characteristic; NR, not reported.

Supplementary Table 2. Sensitivity analysis comparing DFS, PFS, and combined DFS/PFS as survival endpoints by meta-regression.
	Items
	Number of included studies
	HR (95% CI)
	β (95% CI)
	P value

	DFS
	4
	1.89 (1.50, 2.37)
	-0.02 (-0.17, 0.12)
	0.753

	PFS
	2
	1.65 (1.07, 2.21)
	
	

	Combined DFS/PFS
	6
	1.79 (1.50, 2.13)
	
	


DFS, disease-free survival; PFS, progression-free survival; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval. Model: Random-effects meta-regression using REML.
Dependent variable: log-transformed hazard ratio (logHR).

Supplementary Table 3. Certainty assessment by GRADE
	Outcomes
	Number of included studies
	Certainty of evidence

	OS
	9
	Moderate

	Combined DFS/PFS
	6
	Moderate

	Lymph node metastasis
	4
	Very low

	Distant metastasis
	3
	Very low


OS, overall survival; DFS, disease-free survival; PFS, progression-free survival; GRADE, Grading of Recommendations, Assessment, Development, and Evaluations. 


