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Supplementary Figure 1. Forest plot of odds ratio for the association of CTNNB1 mutation with metastasis.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Forest plot of odds ratio for the association of CTNNB1 mutation with vascular invasion.
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Supplementary Figure 3. Forest plot of odds ratio for the association of CTNNB1 mutation with tumor size.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Forest plot of odds ratio for the association of CTNNB1 mutation with etiology (HCV).
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Supplementary Figure 5. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and 1-year overall survival (OS) in the meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 6. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and 3-year overall survival (OS) in the meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 7. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and 5-year overall survival (OS) in the meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 8. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and differentiation grade in the meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 9. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and TNM stages in the meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 10. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and liver cirrhosis in the meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 11. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and etiology (HBV) in the meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 12. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and metastasis in the meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 13. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and vascular invasion in the meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 14. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and tumor size in the meta-analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 15. Funnel plot to assess publication bias. Begg’s publication bias plot showed no publication bias for studies
regarding CTNNB1 mutation and HCV in the meta-analysis.

Wwww.aging-us.com 7 AGING



