Supplementary table 1a.  Results of the Cox regression analysis for the RC group for the endpoint of local recurrence within 2 years after start treatment. 
	Risk factor
	Univariable

	 
	HR
	95% CI
	p

	Age ≥75 vs <75
	1.73
	0.71-4.26
	0.23

	Gender female vs male
	1.85
	0.55-6.29
	0.32

	CCI  ≥3 vs <3
	0.70
	0.30-1.63
	0.41

	Smoking at diagnosis yes vs no
	0.72
	0.30-1.71
	0.45

	WHO PS ≥1 vs 0
	0.67
	0.20-2.29
	0.53

	Additional CIS yes vs no 
	1.53
	0.59-3.97
	0.38

	T-stage T3-4 vs T2
	1.72
	0.73-4.04
	0.21



Abbreviations: WHO-PS = WHO Performance status, CCI = Charlson comorbidity index, CIS = carcinoma in situ, RT = Radiotherapy only group, CRT = Chemoradiation group, RC = Radical Cystectomy group.



Supplementary table 1b.  Results of the Cox regression analysis for the combined RC+CRT group for the endpoint of local recurrence within 2 years after start treatment. 
	Risk factor
	Univariable

	 
	HR
	95% CI
	p

	Age ≥75 vs <75
	1.92
	0.83-4.24
	0.13

	Gender female vs male
	1.85
	0.55-6.29
	0.32

	CCI  ≥3 vs <3
	0.67
	0.34-1.32
	0.24

	Smoking at diagnosis yes vs no
	0.94
	0.47-1.86
	0.85

	WHO PS ≥1 vs 0
	1.06
	0.52-2.17
	0.87

	Additional CIS yes vs no 
	1.17
	0.55-2.53
	0.68

	T-stage T3-4 vs T2
	2.39
	1.21-4.75
	0.013



Abbreviations: WHO-PS = WHO Performance status, CCI = Charlson comorbidity index, CIS = carcinoma in situ, RT = Radiotherapy only group, CRT = Chemoradiation group, RC = Radical Cystectomy group.


Supplementary table 2a.  Results of the Cox regression analysis for the RC group for the endpoint of overall survival within 5 years after start treatment.
	Risk factor
	Univariable

	 
	HR
	95% CI
	p

	Age ≥75 vs <75
	1.38
	0.71-2.71
	0.34

	Gender female vs male
	0.88
	0.27-2.85
	0.83

	CCI  ≥3 vs <3
	1.22
	0.67-2.22
	0.52

	WHO PS ≥1 vs 0
	1.45
	0.70-2.98
	0.31

	Additional CIS yes vs no 
	1.23
	0.64-2.37
	0.54

	T-stage T3-4 vs T2
	1.46
	0.80-2.67
	0.22



Abbreviations: WHO-PS = WHO Performance status, CCI = Charlson comorbidity index, CIS = carcinoma in situ, RT = Radiotherapy only group, CRT = Chemoradiation group, RC = Radical Cystectomy group.


Supplementary table 2b.  Results of the Cox regression analysis for the combined RC+CRT group for the endpoint of overall survival within 5 years after start treatment.
	Risk factor
	Univariable

	 
	HR
	95% CI
	p

	Age ≥75 vs <75
	1.38
	0.71-2.71
	0.34

	Gender female vs male
	0.88
	0.27-2.85
	0.83

	CCI  ≥3 vs <3
	1.22
	0.67-2.22
	0.52

	WHO PS ≥1 vs 0
	1.13
	0.70-2.98
	0.31

	Additional CIS yes vs no 
	1.01
	0.62-1.66
	0.96

	T-stage T3-4 vs T2
	1.82
	1.17-2.83
	0.008



Abbreviations: WHO-PS = WHO Performance status, CCI = Charlson comorbidity index, CIS = carcinoma in situ, RT = Radiotherapy only group, CRT = Chemoradiation group, RC = Radical Cystectomy group.



Suppl Figure A. Local Control (Kaplan Meier estimates) for treatment groups CRT (chemoradiotherapy), RC (radical cystectomy), and RT (radiotherapy only).
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