Supplement
Supplemental Table 1. Search strategies
	Database
	Time Span
	Search Strategy

	PubMed
	Searched on March 21, 2023
	"Fontan Procedure"[Mesh] AND "Liver Neoplasms"[Mesh] AND “Retrospective Studies”[Mesh]
“Fontan Procedure”[Mesh] AND “Liver Neoplasms”[Mesh] AND “Prospective Studies”[Mesh]
"Fontan Procedure"[Mesh] AND "Liver Neoplasms"[Mesh]
"Fontan Procedure"[Mesh] AND "Liver Neoplasms"[Mesh] AND "Incidence"[Mesh]
“Fontan Procedure”[Mesh] AND “Neoplasms”[Mesh] AND “Retrospective Studies”[Mesh]
“Fontan Procedure”[Mesh] AND “Neoplasms”[Mesh] AND “Prospective Studies”[Mesh]
"Fontan procedure"[tiab] AND "cancer"[tiab]


	CINAHL
	Searched on March 21, 2023
	(MH "Liver Neoplasms") AND (MH "Retrospective Design") AND "fontan procedure"
(MH "Liver Neoplasms") AND (MH "Prospective Studies") AND "fontan procedure"
(MH "Liver Neoplasms") AND "fontan procedure"
"liver cancer" AND "fontan procedure"
“liver cancer” AND “fontan procedure” AND “retrospective”
“liver cancer” AND “fontan procedure” AND “prospective”
“cancer” AND “fontan procedure”


	MEDLINE
	Searched on March 21, 2023
	(MH "Liver Neoplasms") AND (MH "Fontan Procedure") AND (MH "Retrospective Studies")
(MH "Liver Neoplasms") AND (MH "Fontan Procedure") AND (MH "Prospective Studies")
(MH "Liver Neoplasms") AND (MH "Fontan Procedure")
(MH "Neoplasms") AND (MH "Fontan Procedure")
"liver cancer" AND "fontan procedure" AND retrospective study
"liver cancer" AND "fontan procedure" AND prospective study
"liver cancer" AND "fontan procedure"
"cancer" AND "fontan procedure"





Supplemental Table 2. Modified Newcastle-Ottawa Scale used for assessment of study quality
Selection
1) Representativeness of the exposed cohort
a. 1 point – minimal exclusion criteria such as < 6 months follow-up or those who did not consent
b. 0 points – extensive exclusion criteria such as those with abdominal imaging, postoperative cardiac catheterization data, or without viral hepatitis testing data
2) Ascertainment of Exposure
a. 1 point – consecutive Fontan patients or ICD code identification with EMR verification
b. 0 points – no description of how Fontan patients were identified
3) Demonstration that the outcome of interest was not present
a. 1 point – at least one imaging study demonstrating lack of concerning liver lesions
b. 0 points – no imaging study or mention of imaging study demonstrating lack of concerning liver lesions
Comparability
1) Comparability of cohorts on the basis of the design or analysis
a. 1 point – Study provided descriptions of clinical characteristics of both those with and without HCC
b. 0 point – No description provided of those without HCC
Outcome
1) Assessment of outcome
a. 1 point – Histopathologic diagnosis of HCC
b. 0 points – Included those with only radiographic diagnosis of HCC
2) Was follow-up long enough for outcomes to occur
a. 1 point – Median follow-up > 20 years
b. 0 points – Median follow-up < 20 years
3) Adequacy of follow-up of cohorts
a. 1 point – Assurance provided that those lost to follow-up or dead were not related to the development of HCC and liver-specific imaging at the time of last follow-up to exclude the presence of HCC
b. 0 points – No assurance that those lost to follow-up or dead did not develop HCC or that HCC was not present at time of last follow-up

