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Model 1
A Tertiles of RDW-Tp Events/Patients(%) Unadjusted HR (95%CI) P
Gl (<12.44) 4142 2.8) Ref. 4 -
G2 (12.44-13.88) 9/141 (6.4) 0.865 (0.322-2.322) HE— 0.172
G3 (>13.88) 33/139(23.7) 4.135 (1.978-8.645) —— <0.001
Model 2
Tertiles of RDOW-Tp Events/Patients(%)  Adjusted HR (95%CI) P
Gl (<12.44) 4/138 (2.8) Ref. -
G2 (12.44-13.88) 9/132 (6.4) 1.250 (0.158-2.171) -—L—< 0.282
G3 (>13.88) 33/ 106 (23.7) 4.580 (2.123-9.883) —a—  <0.001
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B Model 1
Tertiles of RDW-T24 Events/Patients(%) Unadjusted HR (95%CI) P
Gl (<12.81) 1/142 (0.7) Ref. i -
G2 (12.81-14.29) 13/141 (9.2) 1.141 (0.170-2.147) 0.067
G3 (>14.29) 32/139 (23..0) 6.428 (2.869-14.403) <0.001
Model 2
Tertiles of RDW-T24 Events/Patients(%)  Adjusted HR (95%CI) P
Gl (<12.81) 1/142 (0.7) Ref. L -
G2 (12.81-14.29) 13/141 (9.2) 1.169 (0.210-2.385) 0.098
G3 (>14.29) 32/139 (23..0) 5.731 (2.498-13.151) T T T T 1 <0.001
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C Model 1
Tertiles of RDW-T48 Events/Patients(%) Unadjusted HR (95%CI) P
G1(<13.07) 10/142 (7.0) Ref. ' -
G2 (13.07-14.58) 12/141 (8.5) 1.389 (0.362-1.942)  +—1-— 0.682
G3 (>14.58) 24/139 (17.3) 2.167 (1.083-4.333) —— 0.029
Model 2
Tertiles of RDW-T48 Events/Patients(%)  Adjusted HR (95%CI) P
Gl (<13.07) 10/142 (7.0) Ref. -
G2 (13.07-14.58) 12/141 (8.5) 1.064 (0.412-2.254) b—t—l 0.933
G3 (>14.58) 24/139 (17.3) 3.019 (1.969-4.059) —— 0.031
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D Model 1
Tertiles of RDW-T72 Events/Patients(%) Unadjusted HR (95%CI) P
Gl (<13.03) 3/142 (2.1) Ref. =
G2 (13.03-14.54) 10/141 (7.1) 1.292 (0.801-2.061) 0.061
G3 (>14.54) 33/139 (23.7) 3.691 (1.819-7.492) —— <0.001
Model 2
Tertiles of RDW-T72 Events/Patients(%) Adjusted HR (95%CT) P
G1 (<13.03) 3/142 (2.1) Ref. -
G2 (13.03-14.54) 10/141 (7.1) 1.344 (0.930-1.266) Tl 0.108
G3 (>14.54) 33/139 (23.7) 3.318 (1.598-6.890) —— 0.001
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Supplementary Figure 1. Association of RDW levels in different time-points of peripheral thrombolysis period and stroke
outcomes. Cox regression analysis demonstrating the relationship between RDW levels in Tp (A), T24 (B), T48 (C), T72 (D) and recurrent
stroke within 3 months after thrombolysis.
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Supplementary Figure 2. The sample RDW profiles with 95% Cl in different time-points of peripheral thrombolysis period
according to patients with unfavorable outcome and favorable outcome from onset to 7 days after thrombolysis, or
patients with all cause death appear and all cause death disappear within 3 months. (A) Comparison of RDW levels in different
time-points of peripheral thrombolysis period in patients with unfavorable outcome (black) and favorable outcome (gray). (B) Comparison
of RDW levels in different time-points of peripheral thrombolysis period in patients with all cause death appear (black) and all cause death
disappear (gray). Abbreviations: RDW: red blood cell distribution width; Cl: confidence interval.
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Supplementary Figure 3. The sample mean profiles of RDW with 95% Cl according to patients with HT appear and HT
disappear from onset to 7 days after thrombolysis, or patients with recurrent stroke and without recurrent stroke within 3
months. (A) Comparison of mean RDW levels in different time-points of peripheral thrombolysis period in AIS patients with HT appear
(black) and HT disappear (gray). (B) Comparison of mean RDW levels in different time-points of peripheral thrombolysis period in AIS

patients with recurrent stroke appear (black) and recurrent stroke disappear (gray). Abbreviations: RDW: red blood cell distribution width;
Cl: confidence interval; HT: hemorrhagic transformation.
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