1. The effect of postoperative AKI on eGFR

A. After 6 months

yreicn(61.56) = -4.98, p = 5.41€-06, Gyeqees = -1.08, Clogy, [-1.54, -0.61), Nype = 91
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AKI Non-AK]
{n=38) (n=153)

AKl after 48 h
10G4(BFo1) = -9.64, Sopramence = 14.75, Cliny [9.04, 20.90), rZ5, = 0.71

B. After 12 months

teicn(58.55) = -4.40, p = 4.71€-05, Ghiegges = -0.95, Clossg [-1.41, 0.49], g, = 91
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l0gy(BFor) = -7.64, Fiuence = 1347, CILg, [7.45, 19.71], 1 55,,, = 0.71



2. The effect of postoperative renal dysfunction on eGFR

C. After 6 months

twecn(32.30) = -7.66, p = 9.23€-09, Gyegges = -1.87, Clogs, [-2.53,-1.21], Ny = 91
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(n=21) (n=70)

Postoperative RF with CKD upstage

10g(BFor) = -19.93, Fonmnce = 22.77, CIEE: [16.57, 28.82), 125, = 0.71

D. After 12 months

tyveicn(33.39) = 7.56, P = 9.936-09, Giyeqges = -1.83, Classg [-2.47, 1.18], Ngpe = 91
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3. The effect of postoperative AKI status on eGFR

E. After 6 months

Fueen(2,33.53) = 30.34, p = 3.01e-08, coi =0.62, Clgse, [0.43, 1.00], ngps = 91
Pridmecarracias= 0.0000000335
o~ 120 Piigm-—correces = 0.000274
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l0gy(BFos) = -18.99, R’ fyveran = 0.39, Clie, [0.27, 0.52), rizs, = 0.71

Pairwise test: Games-Howell test; Comparisons shown: only significant

E. After 12 months

Fwecn(2,32.50) = 29.28, p = 5.36€-08, & = 0.61, Closy, [0.42, 1.00], 155 = 91

Pitsencerrecsnd = 0.0000000542
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= /?posw = HDI 328 _
10g4(BFgs) = -17.26, R gy esian = 0.37, Clgg,. [0.24, 0.49], P 0.71

Pairwise test: Games-Howell test; Comparisons shown: only significant



Figure S1. The graphics of postoperative renal function on eGFR.

Welch'’s t-test revealed that, across 91 patients, although the eGFR after 6 months, ml/min/1.73 m2 A - were lower in AKI
group after 48 h, as compared to non-AKI group. This effect was statistically significant. The effect size (g=-
1.08)(p<0.0001) was hight, as per Cohen’s (1988) conventions. The Bayes Factor for the same analysis revealed that the
data were 15 times more probable that the means are different as compared to the null hypothesis, that the means are
equal; C - were lower in postoperative renal dysfunkcion group, as compared to non-dysfunction group. This effect was
statistically significant. The effect size (g=-1.87)(p<0.0001) was hight, as per Cohen’s (1988) conventions. The Bayes Factor
is 23; E - were lower in AKI with CKD upstage group after 48 h, as compared to non-AKI and AKI without CKD upstage
groups. This effect was statistically significant. The effect size (g=-0.62)(p<0.0001) was hight. Welch’s t-test revealed that,
across 91 patients, although the eGFR after 12 months, ml/min/1.73 m? B - were lower in AKI group after 48 h, as
compared to non-AKI group. This effect was statistically significant. The effect size (g=-0.95)(p<0.0001) was hight.The
Bayes Factor is 13; D - were lower in postoperative renal dysfunkcion group, as compared to non-dysfunction group.
This effect was statistically significant. The effect size (g=-1.83)(p<0.0001) was hight, as per Cohen’s (1988) conventions.
The Bayes Factor is 23; F - were lower in AKI with CKD upstage group after 48 h, as compared to non-AKI and AKI
without CKD upstage groups. This effect was statistically significant. The effect size (g=-0.62)(p<0.0001) was hight.



