	Study
	Study Type (Retrospective or prospective, and study design)
	Number of Unruptured MAs
	Aneurysm Location (e.g MCA, PCA, Basilar)
	Treatment modality (Type of EVT used: coils, onyx, flow diverter, cyanoacrylate)
	Indication for EVT (E.g failed medical management, enlarging aneurysm, embolic risk etc.)
	Antibiotic use before EVT (If reported, was it used prior to procedure?)
	Complication Type
	Follow-up Duration (months)

	Chapot et al 2002
	Retrospective
	6
	3 PCA,
2 MCA
	Coils and cyanoacrylate
	Enlarging aneurysm
	Yes
	N/A
	24

	Wajnberg et al 2008
	Case series
	1
	N/A
	Coiling
	N/A
	Yes
	N/A
	N/A

	Grandhi et al 2014
	retrospective
	N/A
	MCA
	onyx
	1 failed medical management and aneurysm enlagement
	no
	N/A
	5.8

	Esenkaya et al 2015
	Retrospectively
	5
	L-R MCA
	Coil
	N/A
	Yes
	N/A
	6

	Nonaka et al 2016
	Case report
	3
	PCA
	Coil
	N/A
	Yes
	N/A
	6

	Cheng-Ching et al 2017
	retrospective
	N/A
	MCA
	Cyanoacrylate
	Presence of intracerebral hemorrhage
	yes
	N/A
	3-36

	Serrano et al 2021
	retrospective
	7
	MCA
	MCA M3-M4
	N/A
	yes
	N/A
	2.5



Table 1: Summary of Included Studies


	 
 
 
Items JBI – Case Series
	Case Series

	
	Chapot et al 2002
	Wajnberg et al 2008
	Grandhi et al 2014
	Esenkaya et al 2015
	Nonaka et al 2016
	Cheng Ching et al 2017
	Serrano et al 2021

	1.Clear Criteria for inclusion
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	2.Condition measured in standard, reliable way
	 
	 
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	yes

	3.Valid method for identification of condition
	IN
	INs
	IN
	Yes
	IN
	IN
	Yes

	4.Consecutive inclusion of participants
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	5.Complete inclusion of participants
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	6.Clear reporting of demographics of participants
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	nos
	Yes

	7.Clear reporting of clinical information of participants
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	IN
	Yes

	8.Clear reporting of outcomes or follow up (total)*
	Yes
	IN
	I
	Yes
	I
	Yes
	Yes

	Follow up Complete Occlusion
Technical Success
Complications
Good functional outcome
Mortality
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	N
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	
	No
	NA
	NA
	Na
	NA
	NA
	NA

	9.Clear reporting of presenting site/clinic information
	Yes
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NI
	Yes
	Yes

	10.Appropriate statistical analysis
	NO
	NO
	No
	NO
	NO
	NO
	IN

	11.Overall appraisal
	G
	I
	I
	I
	I
	I
	G

	  	: yes (+1)
  	: no (-1)
  	: intermediate/unclear (-0.5)
  	: not applicable
 
*Total quality of definition and measurement of outcome was scored as follows: 0 (all of the outcomes not applicable), 1 (all applicable outcomes scored as ‘yes’), -0.5 (1 of the outcomes scored as ‘intermediate/unclear’) or -1 (≥1 of the outcomes score as ‘no’, or ≥2 outcomes scored as ‘intermediate/unclear’),
 
Overall appraisal: G = good (>8 point), I = intermediate (≤ 8 0=- >5 points), P = poor (≤5 points)




Table 2: JBI Critical Appraisal of Included Case Series


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Study
	Bias due to confounding
	Bias in selection of participants into the study
	Bias in classification of interventions
	Bias due to deviations from intended interventions
	Bias due to missing data
	Bias in measurement of outcomes
	Bias in selection of the reported result
	Overall Bias

	Chapot 2002
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low

	Wajnberg 2008
	Low
	Low
	Moderate
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low

	Grandhi 2014
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low

	Esenkaya 2016
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low

	Serrano 2021
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low

	Cheng-Ching 2017
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low

	Chalouhi 2013
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low

	Nonaka 2016
	Low
	Low
	Moderate
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low
	Low



 Table 3: Risk of bias Robison 1




















	Outcome
	No. of Studies
	No. of Aneurysms
	Event Rates (per 1000)
	Effect Estimate/Odds Ratio (95% CI)
	Level of Evidence (Oxford CEBM)
	Comments

	Follow up Complete Occlusion
	 
6
	40
 
	1000
	1.00 (0.95-1.00)
 
	 
Level 4
	Observational studies only, lack of randomized trials, retrospective design

	Technical Success
	6
	40
 
	1000
 
	1.00 (0.95-1.00)
 
	Level 4
	Observational studies only, lack of randomized trials, retrospective design

	Complications
 
	 
6
	18
 
	40
 
	0.04 (0.00-0.17)
 
	Level 4
	Observational studies only, lack of randomized trials, retrospective design

	
Good functional outcome
 
	 
5
 
	17
 
 
	900
 
 
	0.90 (0.74-1.00)
 
 
	 
 
Level 4
	Observational studies only, lack of randomized trials, retrospective design

	

Mortality
	4
	14
	0
	0.00 (0.00-0.13)
	 
 
Level 4
	Observational studies only, lack of randomized trials, retrospective design



Table 4: Oxford CEBM Summary of Findings for Long-Term Y-Stent Coiling Outcomes


