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Ewing tumor,
2Eorlang distribution, k=4.3, b=4.2

e Optimal value

18

16

14

=0.97

12
=0.96

~— 0.95R?

Web Figure 1. Goodness of fit of the gamma/Erlang distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of Ewing tumor as a function of various parameter combinations.



Extracranial & extragonadal germ cell 1,
2Eorlang distribution, k=0.4, b=2.4
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Web Figure 2. Goodness of fit of the gamma/Erlang distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of extracranial and extragonadal germ cell tumors of childhood as a function of

various parameter combinations.



Extracranial & extragonadal germ cell 2,
2Eorlang distribution, k=6.5, b=5.3
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Web Figure 3. Goodness of fit of the gamma/Erlang distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of extracranial and extragonadal germ cell tumors of young adulthood as a function

of various parameter combinations.



Hepatoblastoma,
2Eorlang distribution, k=1.5, b=1.4
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Web Figure 4. Goodness of fit of the gamma/Erlang distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of hepatoblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Intracranial & intraspinal embryonal,
2Eorlang distribution, k=1.0, b=14.8
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Web Figure 5. Goodness of fit of the gamma/Erlang distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of intracranial and intraspinal embryonal tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Intracranial & intraspinal germ cell,
2Eorlang distribution, k=5.7, b=3.0
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Web Figure 6. Goodness of fit of the gamma/Erlang distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of intracranial and intraspinal germ cell tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Malignant gonadal germ cell,
2Eorlang distribution, k=8.9, b=3.9
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Web Figure 7. Goodness of fit of the gamma/Erlang distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of malignant gonadal germ cell tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Nephroblastoma,
2Eorlang distribution, k=1.8, b=2.2
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Web Figure 8. Goodness of fit of the gamma/Erlang distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of nephroblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Neuroblastoma,
2Eorlang distribution, k=1.0, b=2.5
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Web Figure 9. Goodness of fit of the gamma/Erlang distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of neuroblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Retinoblastoma,
2Eorlang distribution, k=1.3, b=1.4
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Web Figure 10. Goodness of fit of the gamma/Erlang distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of retinoblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Ewing tumor,
2ontreme value distribution, mu=14.1, beta=7.4
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Web Figure 11. Goodness of fit of the extreme value distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of Ewing tumor as a function of various parameter combinations.



Extracranial & extragonadal germ cell 1,
2ontreme value distribution, mu=0.2, beta=0.9

* Optimal value

18

16

14

==0.97

12
=096

~— 0.95R?

M

Web Figure 12. Goodness of fit of the extreme value distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of extracranial and extragonadal germ cell tumors of childhood as a function of

various parameter combinations.



Extracranial & extragonadal germ cell 2,
2ontreme value distribution, mu=28.6, beta=11.3
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Web Figure 13. Goodness of fit of the extreme value distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of extracranial and extragonadal germ cell tumors of young adulthood as a function

of various parameter combinations.



Hepatoblastoma,
2ontreme value distribution, mu=0.6, beta=1.5
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Web Figure 14. Goodness of fit of the extreme value distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of hepatoblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Intracranial & intraspinal embryonal,
2ontreme value distribution, mu=0.1, beta=8.4
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Web Figure 15. Goodness of fit of the extreme value distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of intracranial and intraspinal embryonal tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Intracranial & intraspinal germ cell,
2ontreme value distribution, mu=14.0, beta=6.2
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Web Figure 16. Goodness of fit of the extreme value distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of intracranial and intraspinal germ cell tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Malignant gonadal germ cell,
2ontreme value distribution, mu=30.2, beta=10.3
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Web Figure 17. Goodness of fit of the extreme value distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of malignant gonadal germ cell tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Nephroblastoma,
2ontreme value distribution, mu=2.1, beta=2.4
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Web Figure 18. Goodness of fit of the extreme value distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of nephroblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Neuroblastoma,
2ontreme value distribution, mu=0.1, beta=1.5
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Web Figure 19. Goodness of fit of the extreme value distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of neuroblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Retinoblastoma,
2ontreme value distribution, mu=0.3, beta=1.3
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Web Figure 20. Goodness of fit of the extreme value distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of retinoblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Ewing tumor,
%é)gistic distribution, mu=15.7, s=4.7
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Web Figure 21. Goodness of fit of the logistic distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of Ewing tumor as a function of various parameter combinations.



Extracranial & extragonadal germ cell 1,
%é)gistic distribution, mu=0.2, s=0.8
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Web Figure 22. Goodness of fit of the logistic distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of extracranial and extragonadal germ cell tumors of childhood as a function of

various parameter combinations.



Extracranial & extragonadal germ cell 2,
%é)gistic distribution, mu=31.1, s=7.9
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Web Figure 23. Goodness of fit of the logistic distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of extracranial and extragonadal germ cell tumors of young adulthood as a function

of various parameter combinations.



Hepatoblastoma,
%é)gistic distribution, mu=0.1, s=1.5
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Web Figure 24. Goodness of fit of the logistic distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of hepatoblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Intracranial & intraspinal embryonal,
%é)gistic distribution, mu=0.1, s=7.1
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Web Figure 25. Goodness of fit of the logistic distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of intracranial and intraspinal embryonal tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Intracranial & intraspinal germ cell,
%é)gistic distribution, mu=15.4, s=4.2
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Web Figure 26. Goodness of fit of the logistic distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of intracranial and intraspinal germ cell tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Malignant gonadal germ cell,
%é)gistic distribution, mu=32.7, s=7.0
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Web Figure 27. Goodness of fit of the logistic distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of malignant gonadal germ cell tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Nephroblastoma,
%é)gistic distribution, mu=2.4, s=1.9
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Web Figure 28. Goodness of fit of the logistic distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of nephroblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Neuroblastoma,
%é)gistic distribution, mu=0.1, s=1.4
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Web Figure 29. Goodness of fit of the logistic distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of neuroblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Retinoblastoma,
%é)gistic distribution, mu=0.2, s=1.1
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Web Figure 30. Goodness of fit of the logistic distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of retinoblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Ewing tumor,
l;loormal distribution, mu=15.7, sigma=7.3
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Web Figure 31. Goodness of fit of the normal distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of Ewing tumor as a function of various parameter combinations.



Extracranial & extragonadal germ cell 1,
l;loormal distribution, mu=0.3, sigma=1.3
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Web Figure 32. Goodness of fit of the normal distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of extracranial and extragonadal germ cell tumors of childhood as a function of

various parameter combinations.



Extracranial & extragonadal germ cell 2,
l;loormal distribution, mu=31.4, sigma=12.2
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Web Figure 33. Goodness of fit of the normal distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of extracranial and extragonadal germ cell tumors of young adulthood as a function

of various parameter combinations.



Hepatoblastoma,
l;loormal distribution, mu=0.1, sigma=2.3
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Web Figure 34. Goodness of fit of the normal distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of hepatoblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Intracranial & intraspinal embryonal,
l;loormal distribution, mu=0.1, sigma=10.8
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Web Figure 35. Goodness of fit of the normal distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of intracranial and intraspinal embryonal tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Intracranial & intraspinal germ cell,
l;loormal distribution, mu=15.5, sigma=6.6
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Web Figure 36. Goodness of fit of the normal distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of intracranial and intraspinal germ cell tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Malignant gonadal germ cell,
lz\JoormaI distribution, mu=32.9, sigma=11.0
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Web Figure 37. Goodness of fit of the normal distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of malignant gonadal germ cell tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Nephroblastoma,
l;loormal distribution, mu=2.5, sigma=3.0
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Web Figure 38. Goodness of fit of the normal distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of nephroblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Neuroblastoma,
l;loormal distribution, mu=0.1, sigma=2.0
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Web Figure 39. Goodness of fit of the normal distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of neuroblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Retinoblastoma,
l;loormal distribution, mu=0.2, sigma=1.8
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Web Figure 40. Goodness of fit of the normal distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of retinoblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Ewing tumor,
\Iﬁ)/eibull distribution, k=2.4, lambda=18.8
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Web Figure 41. Goodness of fit of the Weibull distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of Ewing tumor as a function of various parameter combinations.



Extracranial & extragonadal germ cell 1,
\Iﬁ)/eibull distribution, k=0.8, lambda=1.0
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Web Figure 42. Goodness of fit of the Weibull distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of extracranial and extragonadal germ cell tumors of childhood as a function of

various parameter combinations.



Extracranial & extragonadal germ cell 2,
\Iﬁ)/eibull distribution, k=2.8, lambda=36.3
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Web Figure 43. Goodness of fit of the Weibull distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of extracranial and extragonadal germ cell tumors of young adulthood as a function

of various parameter combinations.



Hepatoblastoma,
\Iﬁ)/eibull distribution, k=1.2, lambda=2.3
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Web Figure 44. Goodness of fit of the Weibull distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of hepatoblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Intracranial & intraspinal embryonal,
\Iﬁ)/eibull distribution, k=1.0, lambda=14.8
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Web Figure 45. Goodness of fit of the Weibull distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of intracranial and intraspinal embryonal tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Intracranial & intraspinal germ cell,
\Iﬁ)/eibull distribution, k=2.7, lambda=18.1
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Web Figure 46. Goodness of fit of the Weibull distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of intracranial and intraspinal germ cell tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Malignant gonadal germ cell,
\Iﬁ)/eibull distribution, k=3.3, lambda=36.8
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Web Figure 47. Goodness of fit of the Weibull distribution to the age distribution of
incidence of malignant gonadal germ cell tumors as a function of various parameter

combinations.



Nephroblastoma,
\Iﬁ)/eibull distribution, k=1.4, lambda=4.1
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Web Figure 48. Goodness of fit of the Weibull distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of nephroblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Neuroblastoma,
\Iﬁ)/eibull distribution, k=1.0, lambda=2.5
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Web Figure 49. Goodness of fit of the Weibull distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of neuroblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



Retinoblastoma,
\Iﬁ)/eibull distribution, k=1.2, lambda=1.9
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Web Figure 50. Goodness of fit of the Weibull distribution to the age distribution of

incidence of retinoblastoma as a function of various parameter combinations.



