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Table S2: Cat mammary lesions clinical and histological grading evaluation features and other prognostic factors.
	Histological Grading *
	
	

	Nuclear/cellular pleomorphism *
	
	

	Presence
	Differential Grade:
	Score

	No evidence
	Well
	1

	Low
	Well
	2

	Moderated
	Moderated
	3

	Marked
	Poorly
	4

	Mitotic Count *
	
	

	Number of mitoses per field area
	Differential Grade
	Score

	0 to 7
	Well
	1

	8 to 14
	Moderated
	2

	>15
	Poorly
	3

	Clinical Staging *
	
	

	Primary Tumor Size *
	
	

	Diameter (cm)
	Size Grade
	Score

	< 2
	T1
	1

	2 to 3
	T2
	2

	> 3
	T3
	3

	Regional Lymph Node Metastasis *
	
	

	Presence
	Presence grade
	Score

	No evidence
	N0
	1

	Evidence
	N1
	2

	Other prognostic factors #
	
	

	Vascular Infiltration #
	
	

	Presence
	Presence grade
	Score

	No evidence
	V0
	1

	Evidence
	V1
	2

	Necrosis #
	
	

	Presence
	Presence grade
	Score

	No evidence
	Ne0
	1

	Evidence
	Ne1
	2

	Age #
	Grade in years
	Score

	
	Ascending numerical order


Legend: Accordingly with Gimenez et al. (2010) (*) [85] and Misdorp, W. (2002) (#) [6]. The scores grading presuppose that, for each clinicopathological characteristic, a higher value corresponded to a worse prognostic/clinical evaluation.

