Table S1. Search strategy used on Medline database via Pubmed

Order Used search terms
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2. prevalen*
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5. #3 and #4
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Figure S1. Periods of subject enrolment and used classification systems

Author Year

Grange 1999 EORTC
Zackheim 2000

Fink-Puches 2002 . EORTC/WHO
Tan 2003

Willemze 2003 B wro
Dores 2005

Smith 2005 . WHO-EORTC
Willemze 2005

Bouaziz 2006 . Not available
Zinzani 2006

Assaf 2007

Senff 2007

Bradford 2009

Saunes 2009

Doshi 2011

Fujita 2011

Hallermann 2011

Jenni 2011

Abbott 2013

Imam 2013

Hamada 2014

Han 2014

Maurelli 2018

Nashan 2018

Penate 2018

Abeldano 2019

I 1980 I 1985 I 1990 I 1995 I 2000 I 2005 I 2010 I 2015

EORTC: European Organisation for Research and Treatment of Cancer; WHO: World Health Organsiation



Figure S2. Meta-analysis of the proportion of main CTCL groups compared to CTCL
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Figure S3. Meta-analysis of the proportion of mycosis fungoides (MF) variants compared to CTCL
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Figure S4/a. Meta-analysis of the proportion of CTCL, other than MF compared to CTCL
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Figure S4/b. Meta-analysis of the proportion of CTCL, other than MF compared to CTCL
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