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Figure S1 Relative expression values of AR, PCA3, and PSMA mRNAs as well as sPD-L1 and
sPD-1 in clinically significant and insignificant PCa cases, according to pathological stage.

A Relative expression values of AR, PCA3, and PSMA mRNAs in association with tumor stage.
PCA3 p < 0.05 and PSMA p < 0.001. B sPD-L1 and sPD-1 levels in association with tumor stage.

sPDL1 p =0.031.
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Figure S2 Relative expression values of AR, PCA3, and PSMA mRNAs as well as sPD-L1 and
sPD-1 in association with ISUP grading.

A Relative expression values of AR, PCA3, and PSMA mRNAs in association with ISUP grading.
Grade 1 vs grade 3 PSMA p = 0.005, grade 1 vs grade 2 PSMA p = 0.011. B sPD-L1 and sPD-1
levels in association with ISUP grading. Grade 2 vs grade 3 sPDL1 = 0.026.



