GNAS MUTATION SUPPLEMENTARY FILES OF FOREST PLOTS
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Figure S1. GNAS mutation by countries.
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Figure S2. Gnas Mutation By Gender.
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Figure S3. GNAS Mutation By Gender. Female Gender.
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Figure S4. Gnas Mutation by Tumour Stages. Early Stage.
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Figure S5. GNAS mutation by the Late tumour stage.
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Figure S6. GNAS mutation by the Well tumour grade.
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Figure S7. GNAS mutation by the Well tumour grade.
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Figure S8. GNAS mutation by the Well tumour grade.
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Figure S9. GNAS mutation by the Moderate tumour grade.
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Figure S10. GNAS mutation by the Poor tumour gradeGNASGRADE-POOR.



