Supplementary Table S2. Sensitivity analyses of treatment response associations according to initial preventive treatment strategy

	Outcome
	Comparison
	Primary CBPS-ATO analysis,
adjusted OR (95% CI)
	P value
	Unweighted Firth sensitivity analysis,
adjusted OR (95% CI)
	P value
	Directionally
consistent

	≥50% reduction in monthly headache days
	Plus acute-on-demand rimegepant integration vs conventional preventive therapy alone
	4.19 (0.87–20.16)
	0.147
	3.86 (1.02–16.28)
	0.093
	Yes

	
	Plus regular rimegepant integration vs conventional preventive therapy alone
	2.20 (0.65–7.50)
	0.207
	2.31 (0.82–6.72)
	0.112
	Yes

	
	Plus acute-on-demand rimegepant integration  vs plus regular rimegepant 
integration †
	1.90 (0.52–6.94)
	0.328
	1.67 (0.53–5.87)
	0.392
	Yes

	≥75% reduction in monthly headache days
	Plus acute-on-demand rimegepant integration  vs conventional preventive therapy alone
	8.47 (1.62–44.20)
	0.023
	4.97 (1.33–20.67)
	0.033
	Yes

	
	Plus regular rimegepant integration vs conventional preventive therapy alone
	3.32 (1.03–10.74)
	0.045
	2.62 (0.92–7.99)
	0.072
	Yes

	
	Plus acute-on-demand rimegepant integration  vs plus regular rimegepant 
integration †
	2.55 (0.69–9.43)
	0.160
	1.90 (0.63–6.24)
	0.261
	Yes



Note: ATO, average treatment effect in the overlap population; CBPS, covariate balancing propensity score; CI, confidence interval; OR, odds ratio.
initial preventive treatment strategy: 
conventional preventive therapy alone: conventional preventive therapy without rimegepant integration;
plus regular rimegepant integration: conventional preventive therapy plus regular rimegepant integration;
[bookmark: _GoBack]plus acute-on-demand rimegepant integration: conventional preventive therapy plus acute-on-demand rimegepant integration.

