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-), naive, and late (post-germinal). Only data from the
[IDFCI, and UCSD cohort were used (n = 180), as the Munich cohort was excluded.
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