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Table S1. Multivariable-Adjusted Regression Analyses
	Variable
	Adjusted OR
	95% CI
	P Value

	Binary Logistic Model (mRS 0–1 vs 2–6)
	
	
	

	Tenecteplase vs Alteplase
	2.27
	0.89–5.77
	0.086

	Age (per year increase)
	0.99
	0.95–1.02
	0.362

	Baseline NIHSS (per point increase)
	0.83
	0.68–1.01
	0.065

	Admission Glucose (per mmol/L increase)
	0.92
	0.82–1.03
	0.145

	Ordinal Logistic Model (Shift Analysis, mRS 0–6)
	
	
	

	Tenecteplase vs Alteplase
	0.216
	0.099–0.455
	<0.001

	Age (per year increase)
	1.04
	1.01–1.07
	0.014

	Baseline NIHSS (per point increase)
	1.46
	1.14–1.88
	0.003

	Admission Glucose (per mmol/L increase)
	1.09
	1.01–1.18
	0.028
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Figure S1. Subgroup analysis of early neurological deterioration within 24 hours after thrombolysis.
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