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Table S1. Influence of selected demographic and clinical variables on the efficacy of LNs evaluation in the RI and SPIO groups.

RI (n = 62) p SPIO (n = 62) p
Variable SLNs Evaluation Efficacy lub OR [95%CI] SLNs Evaluation Efficacy lub OR [95%CI]
<3 evaluated LNs >=3 evaluated LNs pb <3 evaluated LNs >=3 evaluated LNs p*
Age (1
| Asellyears) 55.5 [49-62] 47.5 [43-60] 0.0618 52 [43-59] 55 [43.5-62.5] 0.6674
Median [interquartile range]
. Weight (kg) 71 [60-78] 69 [62-73] 0.5349 69 [56-85] 67 [60.5-77] 0.7680
Median [interquartile range]
BMI
N . 25.94 [23.19-28.76] 25.53 [23.46—29.69] 0.7781 25.90 [21.60-30.12] 25.97 [21.91-28.30] 0.9798
Median [interquartile range]
BMI 13 (48.1%) 14 (51.9%) 6 (25%) 18 (75%)
Underweight or Healthy body weight 0.98 [0.36-2.68] 0.9736 1.25[0.37-4.19]

Overweight or Obese (classes 1-3) 17 (48.6%) 18 (51.4%) 8 (21.1%) 30 (78.9%) 0-7176




Tumor highest diameter (mm) 16 [13-31] 22 [13-30] 0.7969 25 [19-34] 22 [13-30] 0.3580

T
yg 17 (47.2%) 19 (52.8%) 0.89 [0.33-2.45] 8 (22.9%) 27 (77.1%) 1.04 [0.31-3.45]
Loen 13 (50%) 13 (50%) 0.8290 6 (22.2%) 21 (77.8%) 0.9527
Neyilzve 27 (47.4%) 30 (52.6%) 0.60 [0.09-3.87] 13 (22.8%) 44 (77.2%) 1.18 [0.12-11.52]
- 3 (60%) 2 (40%) 0.5910 1(20%) 4 (80%) 0.8857
Positive
Biological f
OB 15‘1‘32t3g§;2fancer 21 (47.7%) 23 (52.3%) 0.91 [0.30-2.73] 11 (25%) 33 (75%) 1.67 [0.40-6.86]
N 9 (50%) 9 (50%) 0.8709 3 (16.7%) 15 (83.3%) 0.4792
Biological subtype of
10 °gl‘Z ;‘lle’z'p;l‘\’I cancet 27 (49.1%) 28 (50.9%) 1.29 [0.26-6.29] 13 (23.6%) 42 (76.4%) 1.86 [0.20-16.87]
diod 3 (42.9%) 4(57.1%) 0.7564 1(14.3%) 6 (85.7%) 0.5824
*
Res;zrlzz tg:;‘j‘c 9 (47.4%) 10 (52.6%) 0.94 [0.32-2.78] 6 (23.1%) 20 (76.9%) 1.05 [0.31-3.50]
P 21 (48.8%) 22 (51.2%) 0.9150 8 (22.2%) 28 (77.8%) 0.9367
Response

RI—radioisotope, SPIO—superparamagnetic iron oxide, OR—odds ratio, pa—chi-square test result, pb—odds ratio test result, SLNs—sentinel lymph nodes,
BMI—body mass index, ypT—post neoadjuvant therapy pathological tumor categorization, ypN —post neoadjuvant therapy pathological nodal categorization,
A—luminal A, Bl —luminal B human epithelial receptor-negative, B2—luminal B human epithelial receptor-positive, HER2+—human epithelial receptor-
positive, TN — triple-negative, *—statistically significant result, *—a trend into statistically significant result.



