eFigure 2. Hazard ratio (HR) of the rupture rate in patients with familial aneurysms compared to sporadic aneurysms adjusted for the PHASES score and smoking in cohorts defining first-degree relatives as parents, children, and siblings, analyzing the data per patient and stratified for European and Japanese populations.
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In the study from Wermer et al 1 aneurysm ruptured, in a patient with multiple aneurysms. The ruptured aneurysm was the smallest aneurysm and consequently this rupture was not included in the analysis per patient
[bookmark: _GoBack]
image1.png
Familial UIA - Sporadic UIA Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ log[Hazard Ratio] SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI

1.1.1 European population

duvela 0628 0633 9 84 30.2% 1.87[0.54,6.48] ——

Lindgren 107 0648 248 933 37.4% 292(082,1038) T

Mensing 1248 0819 62 42 234% 3.49[0.70,17.36] T
Molenberg 0 0 33 89 Not estimable

Wermer 0 0 16 62 Not estimable

‘Subtotal (95% C1) 1580 100.0% 2.56 [1.18, 5.56] -

Heterageneity: Taw"= 0.00; ChF

Testfor oversll effect: 2= 237 (P = 0.02)

1.1.2 Japanese population

SUAVE 12035 930.450 El 318 00% 0.00[0.00, Notestimable] d
Subtotal (95% CI) 31 318 0.0% 0.00[0.00, Not estimable]

Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Testfor oversll effect: 2= 0.01 (P = 0.99)

Total (95% C1) 399 1898 100.0% 2.56 [1.18, 5.56] -

Heterogeneity: Taw"= 0.00; Chi*= 0.43, df= 3 (P = 0.93); F= 0% o & T 4 o0

Testfor overall effect 2= 237 (
Testfor subaroun differences: Chi

0.02)
0.00 df=1 (P =099

Higher risk|Sporadic] Higher risk{Familia]




