Supplement Table 1 Comparison of visceral fat attenuation in ROI 2 between

two groups

Attenuation (HU) PM (+)(n=43) PM (-)(n=85) P value
the 10t percentile -107.84+7.75 -109.98+6.03 0.088
the 30t percentile -92.60+8.00 -96.56+7.32 0.006"
the 50 percentile -81.5618.75 -86.07+8.64 0.006
the 70* percentile -70.28+7.81 -73.75%8.19 0.023
the 90t percentile -56.79+3.59 -58.1343.78 0.057
The 25" percentile -95.86+7.82 -99.36+6.92 0.011°
the 75t percentile -67.09+7.09 -70.20+7.57 0.037°

P < 0.05.
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Supplemental Figure 1. The performance of the 30th percentile and the mean

VF CT attenuation CT for predicting PM in GC.
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Supplemental Figure 2. Correlation analysis of the mean attenuation and the

volume in VF gor 2.



