“Beyond platinum: ICls in metastatic cervical cancer. A systematic review.”

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Table S1. PICOS structure for study selection.

Patients Adult women with cervical cancer in the recurrent/metastatic setting

Intervention | Immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICls)

Comparison Not IClIs

Outcome(s) Response rates (ORR, DCR), survival outcomes (PFS, OS), adverse events
(number and grade)

Study Design | Prospective clinical trials
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Figure S1. ROBINS-I tool for risk of bias.




