
S5	Fig.	Analyses	of	the	prognostic	impact	of	subtyping	according	to	BAGS	on	TTT	

in	watch-and-wait	CLL.	The	cumulative	incidence	of	treatment.	(a)	All	subtypes.	(b)	All	

subtypes	divided	as	early	(pre-),	naïve,	and	late	(post-germinal).	Only	data	from	the	

IIDFCI,	and	UCSD	cohort	were	used	(n	=	180),	as	the	Munich	cohort	was	excluded.	

	

Follow−up time (years)

C
um

ul
at

ive
 in

ci
de

nc
e 

of
 tr

ea
tm

en
t

0 2 4 6 8 10

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

I

I
I I I

I
I I I

I

I

I

I I

I

I III
I II I I I II I I I I I I I

I
I

II I I II I I I II II II I I

I I II I I I II III
I

I

I I I I I

24 14 10 6 3 1Pre−BI
8 4 1 0 0 0Pre−BII

14 10 7 4 2 1Immature
45 29 19 11 7 4Naive
80 65 47 31 18 9Memory
9 7 3 3 2 2Plasmacell

Pre−BI
Pre−BII
Immature

Naive
Memory
Plasmacell

Hazard ratio:
BI/ME: 1.52 (95% CI, 0.83 to 2.81)
IM/ME: 1.53 (95% CI, 0.74 to 3.16)
NA/ME: 1.12 (95% CI, 0.66 to 1.90)

p = 0.12

a

Follow−up time (years)

C
um

ul
at

ive
 in

ci
de

nc
e 

of
 tr

ea
tm

en
t

0 2 4 6 8 10

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

I

II

I I III
I

I
I I I I

I

I III
I II I I I II I I I I I I I

I

I
II

II II II III I I I II II II I I

I I II I I I I II III
I

46 28 18 10 5 2Early
45 29 19 11 7 4Naive
89 72 50 34 20 11Late

Early
Naive

Late

Hazard ratio:
NA/EA: 0.64 (95% CI, 0.37 to 1.12)
LA/EA: 0.57 (95% CI, 0.35 to 0.90)

p = 0.09

b


