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Figure S1. SSTR2 stained TMA blocks. Size bar=5mm.
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Figure S2. Distribution of SSTR2 score according to date of surgery. Each pointrepresentsone
sample on the TMA (see Suppl fig 1). Correlation analysis was performed for all samples on the
TMA. There was no significant correlation, which argued against age of samples as factor deter-
mining SSTR2 score. r=-0,01026, p = 0,7736. Spearman rank correlation.
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Figure S3. Distribution of SSTR2 score according to tumor site. SSTR2 score did not vary
significantly between tumor sites (p = 0.52; Kruskal-Wallis test). Each point represents one sample.
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Figure S4. Time between surgery and PRRT. Each point represents one patient. There was no
significant time difference between the patient groups “Low SSTR2” (n=10) and “High SSTR2”
(n=32). Lines show median. Mann-Whitney U test.



