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Supplementary Table 1: Accuracy of a combination of non-enhancing lesions (NEL) type and contrast enhancement (CE) evolution patterns in predicting pseudoprogression.	Comment by admin: Reviewer1-2
	NEL type
	CE evolution pattern
	No. of Patients
	Accuracy (%)

	Edema-dominant 
	CE evolution pattern 1
	19
	61.6

	
	CE evolution pattern 2
	1
	59.3

	
	CE evolution pattern 3
	18
	62.8

	
	CE evolution pattern 4
	3
	59.3

	Tumor-dominant 
	CE evolution pattern 1
	4
	60.5

	
	CE evolution pattern 2
	3
	59.3

	
	CE evolution pattern 3
	26
	46.5

	
	CE evolution pattern 4
	12
	53.5
















Supplementary Figure 1: (A) Kaplan–Meier analysis of time to progression (TTP) in patients with tumor-dominant and edema-dominant types of non-enhancing lesions (NEL) inIDH wild-type glioblastoma. The TTP was significantly shorter in patients with tumor-dominant than edema-dominant NEL (hazard ratio [HR] = 2.03; log-rank, P = .005). ). (B) Kaplan–Meier analysis of overall survival (OS) in patients with tumor-dominant and edema-dominant types of NEL in IDH wild-type glioblastoma. The OS tends to be shorter in patients with tumor-dominant than in patients with edema-dominant NEL, but the difference did not reach statistical significance (HR = 1.37, P = .196).	Comment by admin: Reviewer 1-1
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Supplementary Figure 2: (A) Kaplan–Meier analysis of time to progression (TTP) based on contrast enhancement (CE) evolution patterns in patients with IDH wild-type glioblastoma. TTP was shortest in patients with enlarging residual CE after STR (subtotal resection) (pattern 4; HR = 4.33, P < .001), followed by new measurable CE after GTR (gross total resection) (pattern 3; HR = 3.00, P < .001), stable or responding residual CE after STR (pattern 2; HR = 2.44, P = .117), and new non-measurable CE after GTR (pattern 1; P < .001). (B) Kaplan–Meier analysis of overall survival (OS) based on CE evolution patterns in patients with IDH wild-type glioblastoma. OS was shortest in patients with pattern 2 (HR = 3.71, P = .009), followed by pattern 4 (HR = 2.74, P = .04), pattern 3 (HR = 2.50, P = .005), and pattern 1 (P < .001).	Comment by admin: Reviewer 1-1
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