
1

2

3

4

−5.0 −2.5 0.0
ENSG00000133640

E
N

S
G

00
00

01
74

51
6

1000

2000

3000
time

Log hazards ratio
compared to the
median effect

(−1.2, −1.0]

(−1.0, −0.8]

(−0.8, −0.6]

(−0.6, −0.4]

(−0.4, −0.2]

(−0.2, 0.0]

(0.0, 0.2]

(0.2, 0.4]

(0.4, 0.6]

(0.6, 0.8]

(0.8, 1.0]

(1.0, 1.2]

(1.2, 1.4]

(1.4, 1.6]

Test for interaction

effect using

Cox regression:
p < 0.0001

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5
ENSG00000174516

Lo
g 

ha
za

rd
s 

ra
tio

 c
om

pa
re

d 
to

 th
e 

m
ed

ia
n 

ef
fe

ct

ENSG00000133640
(deciles)

−6.19098999872702 (10 %)

−5.35146532894162 (20 %)

−4.98862699143506 (30 %)

−4.56885379914414 (40 %)

−3.95279983118126 (50 %)

−3.50897809888899 (60 %)

−2.96719564172754 (70 %)

−2.28364551317781 (80 %)

−1.41925842472887 (90 %)

ENSG00000133640 AND ENSG00000174516

−2

0

2

5 6 7 8
ENSG00000134318

E
N

S
G

00
00

01
71

82
7

Log hazards ratio
compared to the
median effect

(−1.0, −0.8]

(−0.8, −0.6]

(−0.6, −0.4]

(−0.4, −0.2]

(−0.2, 0.0]

(0.0, 0.2]

(0.2, 0.4]

(0.4, 0.6]

(0.6, 0.8]

(0.8, 1.0]

(1.0, 1.2]

(1.2, 1.4]

1000

2000

3000
time

Test for interaction

effect using
Cox regression:

p = 0.0043

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

−1 0 1 2 3
ENSG00000171827

Lo
g 

ha
za

rd
s 

ra
tio

 c
om

pa
re

d 
to

 th
e 

m
ed

ia
n 

ef
fe

ct

ENSG00000134318
(deciles)

5.86985542815722 (10 %)

6.32261246619433 (20 %)

6.5764187224555 (30 %)

6.7306235643424 (40 %)

6.83550726579773 (50 %)

6.99327850681799 (60 %)

7.1275727704964 (70 %)

7.32351489904213 (80 %)

7.53898092772046 (90 %)

ENSG00000134318 AND ENSG00000171827

Pairs with top qualitative EIM values


