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IHOS Ccos Odds ratio Weight IHOS Cos Odds ratio Weight
Study Yes No Yes No with 95% CI (%) Study Yes No Yes No with 95% CI (%)
Naldi, 2023 112 294 740 4,473 - 230[1.83, 2.90] 64.71 Bulwa, 2020 4 10 2 26 5.20[0.82, 32.99] 11.82
Lu, 2019 2 22 12 9@ 0.70[0.15, 3.38] 8.74 Naldi, 2023 46 360 271 4,942 E M 2.33[1.67, 3.24] 49.71
Qiu, 2022 4 3 7 65 1.16[0.32, 4.26] 12.08 Lu, 2019 7 17 9 9 4.39[1.44, 13.38] 23.69
Suyama, 2022 5 12 18 69 1.60[0.50, 5.12] 14.46 Qiu, 2022 9 27 2 70 11.67[2.37, 57.51] 14.78
Overall - 181[1.11, 297] Overall 3.78[1.85, 7.73]
Heterogeneity: ©* = 0.08, I° = 26.00%, H = 1.35 Heterogeneity: * = 0.24, I° = 45.26%, H* = 1.83
Test of 6= 6: Q(3) = 3.39, p = 0.34 Test of 6, = 6: Q(3) =5.20, p=0.16
Testof 0 =0:z=2.37, p=0.02 Testof 6 =0:z=3.64, p=0.00
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Random-effects REML model Q Random-effects REML model @
IHOS cos Odds ratio Weight IHOS Ccos Odds ratio Weight
Study Yes No Yes No with 95% CI (%) Study Yes No Yes No with 95% CI (%)
Bulwa, 2020 9 5 22 6 ﬁf» 0.49[0.12, 2.03] 1.85 Bulwa, 2020 2 12 10 18 — 0.30[0.06, 1.62] 10.87
Naldi, 2023 247 159 3,446 1,767 0.80[0.65, 0.98] 86.39 Naldi, 2023 156 250 1,772 3,441 1.21[0.98, 1.49] 30.02
Lu, 2019 10 14 64 41 0.46[0.19, 1.13] 457 Lu, 2019 8 16 71 34 —— 0.24[0.09, 0.61] 19.59
Qiu, 2022 21 15 40 32 112050, 2.52] 5.67 Qiu, 2022 15 21 33 39 — 0.84[0.38, 1.90] 21.67
Suyama, 2022 15 2 69 18 1.96[0.41, 9.35] 152 Suyama, 2022 7 10 56 31 — 0.39[0.13, 1.12] 17.84
Overall L 2 0.80[0.66, 0.96] Overall 0.57[0.29, 1.14]
Heterogeneity: v = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00 Heterogeneity: t° = 0.40, I’ = 73.15%, H* = 3.72
Test of 6, = 6: Q(4) =3.85, p =0.43 Test of 6, = 6;: Q(4) = 17.08, p = 0.00
Testof 0 =0:z=-2.33, p = 0.02 Testof 6=0:2=-1.59, p=0.11
178 172 2 8 116 178 14 12 1
Random-effects REML model G Random-effects REML model @
IHOS cos Odds ratio  Weight IHOS cos Odds ratio  Weight
Study Yes No Yes No with 95% CI (%) Study Yes No Yes No with 95% CI (%)
Bulwa, 2020 3 11 8 20 «‘r 0.68[0.15, 3.11]  2.29 Bulwa, 2020 5 9 6 22 % 2.04[0.49, 8.41] 2.49
Naldi, 2023 83 323 886 4,327 1.25[0.98, 1.61] 83.01 Naldi, 2023 96 310 1,241 3,972 0.99[0.78, 1.26] 88.53
Lu, 2019 7 17 24 81 1.39[052, 3.74] 536 Lu, 2019 5 19 32 73 _— 0.60[0.21, 1.75] 4.37
Qiu, 2022 7 29 17 55 0.78[0.29, 2.10]  5.39 Suyama, 2022 8 9 40 47 _— 1.04[0.37, 2.96]  4.61
Suyama, 2022 5 12 21 66 1.31[0.41, 4.15]  3.96 Overall P 0.99[0.79, 1.24]
Overall P 1.22[0.97, 1.53] Heterogeneity: ©° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Heterogeneity: v = 0.00, I” = 0.00%, H* = 1.00 Test of 6, = 6: Q(3) = 1.85, p = 0.60
Test of 6, = 6: Q(4) = 1.48, p = 0.83 Testof 6 =0:z=-0.09, p=0.93
Testof 6 =0:2=1.66, p=0.10 W‘é—k—é
14 12 2 4 Random-effects REML model

Random-effects REML model

Meta-analysis on past medical and drug histories. (A) Forest plot of odds ratio meta-analysis for anticoagulant medication use
among in-hospital onset stroke (IHOS) cases compared to community onset stroke (COS) cases. (B) Forest plot of odds ratio meta-analysis for having a per-
sonal history of malignancy among in-hospital onset stroke (IHOS) cases compared to COS cases. (C) Forest plot of odds ratio meta-analysis of having a histo-
ry of hypertension among in-hospital onset stroke (IHOS) cases compared to COS cases. (D) Forest plot of odds ratio meta-analysis of having a history of atrial
fibrillation among IHOS cases compared to COS cases. (E) Forest plot of odds ratio meta-analysis of having a history of diabetes mellitus among IHOS cases
compared to COS cases. (F) Forest plot of odds ratio meta-analysis of having a history of hyperlipidemia/dyslipidemia among IHOS cases compared to COS
cases. Cl, confidence interval; REML, restricted maximum likelihood.
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