Supplementary Figures:
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b) Pro-CTCAE Uro urgency
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Figure S1. Patient reported outcomes (pro) of acute genitourinary (GU) toxicity scored as
CTC GU pain (a) and CTC GU urgency (b). RT = radiotherapy. Left graphs: number of
patients in percent (y-axis) who reported the toxicity item at the given point of time (x-axis).

Right graphs: cumulative toxicity of the given item up to three months post RT.
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b) Pro-CTCAE Uro incontinence
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Figure S2. Patient reported outcomes (pro) of acute genitourinary (GU) toxicity scored as
CTC GU frequency (a) and CTC GU incontinence (b). RT = radiotherapy. Left graphs:
number of patients in percent (y-axis) who reported the toxicity item at the given point of
time (x-axis). Right graphs: cumulative toxicity of the given item up to three months post RT.
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b) Pro-CTCAE Gl Abdominal Pain
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Figure S3. Patient reported outcomes (pro) of acute gastrointestinal (GI) toxicity scored as
CTC Gl appetite (a) and CTC GI abdominal pain (b). RT = radiotherapy. Left graphs: number
of patients in percent (y-axis) who reported the toxicity item at the given point of time (x-

axis). Right graphs: cumulative toxicity of the given item up to three months post RT.
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b) Pro-CTCAE Gl Fecal incontinence
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Figure S4. Patient reported outcomes (pro) of acute gastrointestinal (GI) toxicity scored as
CTC Gl diarrhea (a) and CTC GI fecal incontinence (b). RT = radiotherapy. Left graphs:
number of patients in percent (y-axis) who reported the toxicity item at the given point of

time (x-axis). Right graphs: cumulative toxicity of the given item up to three months post RT.
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b) Pro-CTCAE Fatigue
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Figure S5. Patient reported outcomes (pro) of acute toxicity scored as CTC insomnia (a) and
CTC fatigue (b). RT = radiotherapy. Left graphs: number of patients in percent (y-axis) who
reported the toxicity item at the given point of time (x-axis). Right graphs: cumulative
toxicity of the given item up to three months post RT.



a) ICIQ score b) IPS score
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<) patient reported quality of life d) patient reported overall health status
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Figure S6. Patient reported outcome of ICIQ score (a), IPS score (b), quality of life (c) and

overall health status (d). (c) and (d) are scored on an ordinal scale from 0 (worst) to 7

(optimal).




