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» The prognosis of metastatic cancer is in general poor. This can be

affected by several factors including age, histology, treatment and site

of metastasis (SoM).
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7. Time to metastasis (TTM)
was calculated as the
interval between initial
diagnosis to MDx.
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Conclusions

In this real-world study, we demonstrate that the patterns of SoM and prognosis are dependent on the primary cancer type. Further, there is a correlation between the average TTM and the OS of the cohort. Such insights from

a large real-world data study can impact clinical decisions regarding the aggressiveness of treatment based on the primary cancer type as well as the metastatic site.
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