
Figure E1a. Selection process for comparison one 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

7974 Men registered in ProCaRS database 

2037 men with complete information on required fields (age at diagnosis, tumor 
characteristics at diagnosis, treatment information, biochemical failure information)  

1275 men who started hormone therapy 2-12 months before primary radiation 
therapy and had between 4 and 16 months of hormone therapy 

674 men diagnosed with intermediate-risk disease 

132 men treated with EBRT+HT 
with total dose ≥74 Gy  

433 men treated with ISRT+HT 
with dose ≥144 Gy 



Figure E1b. Selection process for comparison two 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

7974 Men registered in ProCaRS database 

2568 men with complete information on required fields (age at diagnosis, tumor 
characteristics at diagnosis, treatment information, biochemical failure information)  

1764 men with baseline PSA ≤20 ng/ml and clinical T stage ≤2c 

126 men diagnosed with intermediate-risk PCa and 
treated with 3-6 months of hormone therapy 

1379 men treated with EBRT with total dose ≥66 Gy 

579 men diagnosed with intermediate-risk 
PCa and treated without hormone therapy 
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Figure E2a. Distribution of baseline covariates by PSM caliper width for comparison one 
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Figure E2b. Distribution of baseline covariates by PSM caliper width for comparison two  
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Figure E3a. Distribution of baseline covariates by CEM strategy for comparison one 
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Figure E3b. Distribution of baseline covariates by CEM strategy for comparison two 
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