C250T mutation of TERTp might grant a better prognosis to glioblastoma by exerting less
biological effect on telomeres and chromosomes than the C228T mutation
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Supplementary Data

Supplementary Table S1. Progression-free survival (PFS) and overall survival (OS) according to
MGMTp methylation status and MGMTp and TERTp status.

Supplementary Figure S1. (A) Progression-free survival and (B) overall survival according to
TERTp mutation status (wild-type vs mutated)

Supplementary Figure S2. Overall survival according to TERTp mutation status (A) C250T
mutation vs C228T mutation vs wild-type and (B) C250 mutation vs C228T mutation and wild-

type

Supplementary Figure S3. Progression-free survival according to TERTp mutation status (A)
C250T mutation vs C228T mutation vs wild-type and (B) C250 mutation vs C228T mutation and
wild-type

Supplementary Figure S4. TERT RNA expression was assessed in relation to TERTp mutation
status using the Kruskal-Wallis test. The results indicated no statistically significant differences
across all comparative statuses (C2228T vs C250T vs wt: p=0.25, C228T vs wt: p=0.1, C228T vs
C250T: p=0.71, C250T vs wt: p=0.35), as all p-values exceeded the threshold of 0.05.



Supplementary Table S1. Progression-free survival (PFS) and overall survival (OS) according to
MGMTp methylation status and MGMTp and TERTp status.

Comparisons

PFS

0os

Months (95% Cl) P Months (95% ClI) P
MGMTp status Met 8.8 (7.1-1.5) 18.8 (13.9-23.7)
0.002 0.023
UnMet 7.4 (6.5-8.3) 15.8 (13.5-18.1)
Met & wt 7.7 (6.3-16.1) 13.9 (9.8-NR)
MGMTDp status & TERTp Met & C228T+C250T 9.4 (7.8-11.5) 19.6 (14.2-24.6)
0.01 0.146
wt vs mut UnMet & C228T+C250T 7.7 (6.9-9.2) 15.9 (13.7-17.1)
UnMet & wt 6.8 (6-1.5) 15 (11.9-27.2)
Met & C250T 12.1(9.8-22.3) 24.8 (21.7-NR)
MGMTp status & TERTp UnMet & C250T 7.9 (6.6-13) 18 (13.2-32.7)
C250T vs C228Tvs wt ~ Met & C228T 8.6 (7.3-1.8) 16 (13.4-21.5)
0.008 0.021
UnMet & C228T 7.7 (6.7-9.4) 14.8 (13.2-16.9)
Met & wt 7.7 (6.3-16.1) 13.9 (9.8-NR)
UnMet & wt 6.8 (6-1.5) 15 (11.9-27.2)




Supplementary Figure S1. (A) Progression-free survival and (B) overall survival according to

TERTp mutation status (wild-type vs mutated)
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Supplementary Figure S2. Overall survival according to TERTp mutation status (A) C250T

mutation vs C228T mutation vs wild-type and (B) C250 mutation vs C228T mutation and wild-

type
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Supplementary Figure S3. Progression-free survival according to TERTp mutation status (A)
C250T mutation vs C228T mutation vs wild-type and (B) C250 mutation vs C228T mutation and
wild-type
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Supplementary Figure S4. TERT RNA expression was assessed in relation to TERTp mutation
status using the Kruskal-Wallis test. The results indicated no statistically significant differences
across all comparative statuses (C2228T vs C250T vs wt: p=0.25, C228T vs wt: p=0.1, C228T vs
C250T: p=0.71, C250T vs wt: p=0.35), as all p-values exceeded the threshold of 0.05.
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