
Table 2 Associations between the MELF pattern and prognostic factors in patients with EC 1 
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Studies 

(n) 

MELF+ MELF- 
Patients 

(n) 
RR（95%CI） 

P 

value 

Heterogeneity 

(I
2
) 

Egger's 

test 

(P value) event total ratio event total ratio 

Myometrial Invasion (≥ 
1/2 vs. <1/2) 

11 327 472 69.3% 837 2043 41.0% 2515 
2.37(1.69 to 

3.34) 
0.000 91.20% 0.061 

Lymph Node Metastasis 12 109 390 27.9% 178 1512 11.8% 1902 
3.06(1.73 to 

5.41) 
0.000 81.60% 0.965 

Lymphovascular Space 

Invasion 
11 200 465 43.0% 280 1984 14.1% 2449 

3.07(2.09 to 

4.52) 
0.000 86.40% 0.097 

Cervical Stroma 

Involvement 
7 47 258 18.2% 89 1043 8.5% 1301 

2.03(1.44 to 

2.85) 
0.000 36.40% 0.740 

Histological Grade 
            

Grade 3 9 36 335 10.7% 163 1175 13.9% 1510 
0.71(0.30 to 

1.67) 
0.426 70.90% 0.528 

Grade 2 9 186 335 55.5% 407 1175 34.6% 1510 
1.45(1.17 to 

1.81) 
0.001 70.80% 0.200 

Grade 1 9 113 335 33.7% 605 1175 51.5% 1510 
0.74(0.52 to 

1.05) 
0.089 71.4%% 0.269 

FIGO Stage 

(III-IV vs. I-II) 
8 78 301 25.9% 112 1096 10.2% 1397 

2.46(1.48 to 

4.09) 
0.001 69.2%% 0.318 

Abbreviations: FIGO, Federation of International of Gynecologists and Obstetricians; RR, risk ratio 3 

BMJ Publishing Group Limited (BMJ) disclaims all liability and responsibility arising from any reliance
Supplemental material placed on this supplemental material which has been supplied by the author(s) BMJ Open

 doi: 10.1136/bmjopen-2024-092006:e092006. 15 2025;BMJ Open, et al. Jia P


