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Supplemental Figures:

Supplemental Figure 1: OS following CAR T-cell therapy
A) OS among entire cohort B) OS among patients who received axi-cel versus tisa-cel C) OS among
patients with a CMR versus PMR/SD at 1 month D) OS among patients with Deauville 1/2, 3, 4, and 5.

Supplemental Figure 2: Predictors of relapse following CAR T-cell therapy
A) Forest plot demonstrating univariate predictors of relapse among initial responders B) Forest plot

demonstrating multivariate predictors of relapse among patients with a DS 4 or less.
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A) All patients B) CAR-T therapy p=0.71
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C) Response at 1 month p <0.001 D) Deauville score on restaging scan p <0.001
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Supplemental Figure 2:
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