eFigure 1. Leave out-one-out meta-analysis proportion for acute ischemic stroke before oral anticoagulation resumption
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eFigure 2. Funnel plot for risk of acute ischemic stroke before oral anticoagulation resumption
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eFigure 3. Leave out-one-out meta-analysis proportion for intracranial haemorrhage after oral anticoagulation resumption

Study Leave-One-Out Meta-Analysis Proportion 95%-Cl P-value Tau2 Tau 12
Omitting Babikian : 0.11 [0.08; 0.16] . 0.0674 0.2595 21.8%
Omitting Butler —=a 0.11 [0.08; 0.16] . 0.0667 0.2582 21.2%
Omitting Leker — 0.11 [0.08; 0.16] . 0.0714 0.2672 22.8%
Omitting Wijdicks —A— 0.12 [0.09; 0.16] . 0.0249 0.1577 9.1%
Omitting Bertram e 0.11 [0.08; 0.15] . 0.0498 0.2232 16.4%
Omitting Kuramatsu —— 0.10 [0.07; 0.14] , 0 0 0%
Omitting Kang — 0.11 [0.08; 0.16] . 0.0714 0.2672 22.8%
Omitting Barra —l— 0.14 [0.10; 0.19] . 0 0 0%
Omitting Sakusic —— 0.11 [0.07;0.17] . 0.1040 0.3225 19.8%
Random effects model — | <|:>I- 0.11 [0.08; 0.16] . 0.0365 0.1911 11.9%
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eFigure 4. Funnel plot for risk of intracranial haemorrhage after oral anticoagulation resumption
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eFigure 5. Sensitivity Analysis

Studio Eventi Totale Proportion 95%-Cl Weight
Babikian 0 6 — 0.00 [0.00; 0.46] 3.9%
Butler 0 13 == 0.00 [0.00;0.25] 4.0%
Leker 0 4 0.00 [0.00;0.60] 3.7%
Wijdicks 0 26 ——— 0.00 [0.00;0.13] 4.1%
Bertram 0 10 0.00 [0.00;0.31] 4.0%
Kuramatsu 0 66 r—— 0.00 [0.00; 0.05] 4.1%
Kang 0 4 v 0.00 [0.00;0.60] 3.7%
Barra 6 165 —+—— 0.04 [0.01;0.08] 48.1%
Sakusic 3 141 = 0.02 [0.00; 0.06] 24.4%
Random effects model 435 & 0.03 [0.02; 0.06] 100.0%

Heterogeneity: 1% = 0.0%, = 0,p= 0.8930! I I I I I |
0O 01 02 03 04 05 06



eFigure 6. Sensitivity Analysis

Studio Eventi Totale Proportion 95%-Cl Weight
Babikian 1 6: — f 0.17 [0.00; 0.64] 11.7%
Butler 2 13 — = 0.15 [0.02; 0.45] 17.4%
Leker 0 40— 0.00 [0.00; 0.60] 7.6%
Wijdicks 0 6m——— 0.00 [0.00; 0.13] 8.1%
Bertram 0 10— 0.00 [0.00; 0.31] 7.9%
Kuramatsu 4 66 ———— 0.06 [0.02; 0.15] 23.3%
Kang 0 4B 0.00 [0.00; 0.60] 7.6%
Barra 0 1651 ; 0.00 [0.00; 0.02] 8.2%
Sakusic 0 1418 0.00 [0.00; 0.03] 8.2%
Random effects model 435 4 0.05 [0.02; 0.12] 100.0%

Heterogeneity: /* = 37.4%, v = 0.6763, p=0.1197 ' | 1 o
0 01 02 03 04 05 06



eFigure 7. Pooled Proportion of AIS Before Anticoagulation Resumption

Study Events Total Proportion
Sakusic 11 141 1 0.08
Barra 9 165 —— 0.05
Kang 0 4+ 5 0.00
Kuramatsu 1 66 0.02
Random effects model 376 B — 0.06

Heterogeneity: /° = 0.0%, t° = 0, p = 0.4467 | I | |
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Proportion of AIS before AC resumption

95%-Cl Weight
[0.04; 0.14] 49.3%
[0.03;0.10] 41.8%
[0.00;0.60] 2.1%
[0.00;0.08] 6.8%
[0.03; 0.12] 100.0%



eFigure 8. Pooled Proportion of Recurrent ICH After Anticoagulation Resumption.

Study Events Total Proportion
Sakusic 18 141 | 0.13
Barra 11 165 = ? 0.07
Kang 0 4 0.00
Kuramatsu 12 66 —— > 0.18
Random effects model 376 -—-.— 0.12

Heterogeneity: 1> = 56.1%, ©° = 0.1554, p= 0.0775 ! ! ! !
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Proportion of recurrent ICH after AC resumption

95%-Cl Weight

[0.08; 0.19] 35.4%
[0.03; 0.12] 31.0%
[0.00; 0.60] 3.2%
[0.10; 0.30] 30.4%

[0.06; 0.24] 100.0%



eFigure 9. Meta-Regression of Age and ICH Risk.
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eFigure 10. Meta-Regression of Male Proportion and AIS Risk.
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eFigure 11. Meta-Regression of Male Proportion and ICH Risk.

Meta-regression: Male Proportion and ICH Risk
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eFigure 12. Meta-Regression of Age and AIS Risk.

Meta-regression: Age and AIS Risk
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