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Figure e-1 

Figure e-1a Meta-analysis and Forest plot of comparison – Patients with MA vs. controls: white matter abnormalities.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0.01 0.1 1 10 100 

Rovaris et al, 20018 11.67 (0.40-337.25) 1.8 

Kruit et al , 200410  1.34 (0.75-2.41) 61.4 

Degirmenchi et al, 200712 6.92 (0.72-66.51) 4.1 

Kurth et al, 201113 1.91 (0.86-4.24) 32.7 

Combined (Fixed model) 1.68 (1.07-2.65)   

OR (95% CI) OR (95% CI) Weight (%) Study 

Heterogeneity: Q = 3.44, df = 3, (p =0.33); I² = 12.89. 
Begg and Mazumdar rank correlation analysis: p =0.17 
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Figure e-1b Meta-analysis and Forest plot of comparison – Patients with MO vs. controls: white matter abnormalities.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0.01 0.1 1 10 100 

Rovaris et al, 20018 12.60 (0.62-255.76)! 1.2!

Kruit et al , 200410  1.47 (0.81-2.67)! 31.2!

Degirmenchi et al, 200712 0.65 (0.02-17.51)! 1.0!

Kurth et al, 201113 1.25 (0.83-1.87)! 66.6!

Combined (Fixed model) 1.34 (0.96-1.87)!  !

OR (95% CI) OR (95% CI) Weight (%) Study 

Heterogeneity: Q = 2.53, df = 3, (p =0.47); I² = 0 
Begg and Mazumdar rank correlation analysis: p =0.50 
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Figure e-1c Meta-analysis and Forest plot of comparison – Patients with MA vs. MO: white matter abnormalities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0.01 0.1 1 10 100 

Rovaris et al, 20018 0.75 (0.06-8.83)! 3.3!

Kruit et al , 200410  0.91 (0.53-1.56)! 68.2!

Degirmenchi et al, 200712 7.74 (0.38-157.31)! 2.2!

Kurth et al, 201113 1.53 (0.64-3.64)! 26.3!

Combined (Fixed model) 1.09 (0.70-1.70)!  !

OR (95% CI) OR (95% CI) Weight (%) Study 

Heterogeneity: Q = 3.44, df = 3, (p =0.33); I² = 12.89. 
Begg and Mazumdar rank correlation analysis: p =0.17 
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Figure e-2 

Figure e-2a Meta-analysis and Forest plot of comparison – Patients with MA vs. controls: silent infarct-like lesions. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10 

Kruit et al, 200410 1.86 (0.74-4.70)! 5.3!

Scher et al , 200916  1.04 (0.84-1.29)! 94.7!

Combined (Fixed model) 1.07 (0.87-1.33)!  !

OR (95% CI) OR (95% CI) Weight (%) Study 

Heterogeneity: Q = 1.44, df = 1 (p =0.23); I² = 30.7 
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Figure e-2b Meta-analysis and Forest plot of comparison – Patients with MO vs. controls: silent infarct-like lesions. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10 

Kruit et al, 200410 1.34 (0.49-3.71)! 9.1!

Scher et al , 200916  0.72 (0.52-0.99)! 90.9!

Combined (Fixed model) 0.76 (0.56-1.03)!  !

OR (95% CI) OR (95% CI) Weight (%) Study 

Heterogeneity: Q = 1.32, df = 1 (p =0.25); I² = 24.39 
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Figure e-2c Meta-analysis and Forest plot of comparison – Patients with MA vs. MO: silent infarct-like lesions. 

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5 10 

Kruit et al, 200410 1.39 (0.59-3.27)! 16.1!

Scher et al , 200916  1.45 (0.99-2.11)! 83.9!

Combined (Fixed model) 1.44 (1.02-2.03)!  !

OR (95% CI) Weight (%) Study 

Heterogeneity: Q = 0.01, df =1 (p =0.93); I² = 0 

OR (95% CI) 


