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Abstract 

Background: We developed a simple quantifiable scoring system that predicts aneurysmal subarachnoid 
hemorrhage (aSAH) mortality, delayed cerebral ischemia (DCI) and modified Rankin Scale outcomes 
using readily available SAH admission clinical data with a new radiographic quantitative volumetric SAH 
method. 

Methods: We analyzed 277 patients with aneurysmal SAH (aSAH) admitted at our Comprehensive 
Stroke Center (CSC) at Mayo Clinic Florida between 2012 and 2022. We developed a mathematical 
model that measures aSAH basal cisternal subarachnoid hemorrhage volume (SAHV) using a derivation 
of the ABC/2 ellipsoid formula, where A = width/thickness, B = length, C = vertical extension) on non-
contrast CT (NCCT), which we previously demonstrated comparable to pixel based manual segmentation 
on NCCT scans. Data was analyzed using t-test, chi-square, receiver operator characteristics (ROC) 
curve, and area under curve analysis. Multivariate logistic regression analysis with stepwise elimination 
of variables not contributing to the model (0.05 significance level for entry into the model) was used to 
develop an enhanced SAH (eSAH) scoring system. 

Results: Using regression and logistic regression, we found that age, GCS score and SAHV were 
significantly associated with final discharge outcome, prediction on in-hospital DCI, and in-hospital 
mortality. A weighted eSAH score was developed using these factors that ranged between ‘0-5’ and was 
strongly predictive of outcome (AUC=0.88), DCI (AUC=0.75) and in-hospital mortality (AUC=0.87). 

Conclusions: A volumetrically-enhanced SAH (eSAH) score is a simple quantitative model based on 
SAH volumetrics, GCS and age and appears to predict mortality and outcomes in SAH patients. A larger 
cohort validation study is planned. 
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Introduction 

Aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage (SAH) is a devastating hemorrhagic stroke subtype that occurs in 
about 30,000 patients per year in the United States and is with an estimated 30-40% one-month historical 
mortality.(1-3) The high morbidity and mortality of SAH are due to both primary neurological injury as 
well as a cascade of secondary neurological injury that ensues from inflammation cascade in response to 
blood in the subarachnoid space, including cerebral vasospasm, delayed cerebral ischemia (DCI), 
hydrocephalus.(4-6) Although several SAH grading and scoring systems have been proposed to predict 
outcomes for aSAH, they have limited predictive capability due to an imprecise, semi-quantitative Fisher 
scale measurements of SAH blood volume (7-13). Our study aimed at developing a simplified predictive 
model based on admission clinical and radiological features at initial presentation to predict outcomes for 
aSAH and using a new quantitative SAH volumetric (SAHV) measurement scale using a modified ABC/2 
derived methodology.  Despite decades of research there remains only 1 FDA-approved drug nimodipine 
approved for neuroprotection in SAH patients(14). We feel that accurate measurement of SAHV blood 
volume is critical for future SAH discovery, translation and drug application for new drug targets and 
interventional drug trials. 

 

Methods 

Study Cohort 

We conducted retrospective analysis of cohort of 277 patients in the electronic medical record of Mayo 
Clinic (Jacksonville, Florida) with a diagnosis of SAH admitted at the Mayo Clinic Emergency Medical 
Department between 2012 and 2022. Demographics, past medical history and preexisting conditions, 
clinical assessment, and CT imaging studies at admission as well as clinical management and course 
during hospitalization were retrospectively acquired via electronic medical record database EPIC. The 
data collected was stored in two separate electronic databases in RedCap. Neurological deterioration due 
to DCI was derived from electronic medical record notes, progress reports and neurological imaging and 
defined according to Vergouwen et. al. [10] Based on clinical assessments at discharge modified Rankin 
Scale (mRS) could be abstracted according to the Specification Manual for Joint Commission National 
Quality Measures (v2018A).  

 

Baseline Characteristics 

Several criteria had to be met to be included in this study. Initial non-contrast computed tomography 
imaging (NCCT) and SAH diagnosis had to be done within 24 hours of SAH ictus. The CT imaging data 
had to have 5 mm imaging slices or less or at least equivalent reformatting to measure the data 
quantitatively. Electronic medical record of clinical course had to be present as defined by standard of 
care (SOC). Neurological imaging had to be present to definitively diagnose and further relativize the 
extent of DCI, including computed tomography angiography (CTA), magnetic resonance tomography 
(MRT), magnetic resonance angiography (MRA) or digital subtraction angiography (DSA). Functional 
outcome at discharge days had to be extractable/abstractable from the electronic medical record and was 
graded according to modified mRS.   

Definitive criteria for exclusion were absent CT imaging, no diagnosis of SAH or associated disease (only 
intracerebral hemorrhage, IVH or subdural hemorrhage without SAH) and traumatic SAH defined by 
major traumatic history and no record of ruptured aneurysm. Patients who died within 72 hours of 
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admission had to be excluded from DCI and sVSP analysis, as the time of onset for these secondary 
complications typically exceeds this time frame. 

 

Imaging Analysis and SAHV Methodology 

All admission NCCT were stored either as Digital Imaging Communications in Medicine format 
(DICOM) or Neuroimaging Informatics Technology Initiative (NIfTI) format. Imaging analysis was 
performed on a personal computer using Mayo Clinic medical imaging software “QReads” for 
determination of metric extensions (Version 5.14.0, Mayo Clinic).  

Estimated volumetric data on non-contrast CT images were analyzed using a quantitative SAH volumetric 
approach (SAHV). We have reported the methodology and cisternal anatomic definitions a prior 
publication (15). For this method, cisternal spaces were predefined and by assuming that the basal cisterns 
morphology exhibits an ellipsoid configuration, cylindrical volumetrics were estimated by calculating 
volume through application of ABC/2 (with A = width/thickness, B = length, C = vertical extend), and 
hemorrhagic volumes thereby measured. This methodology has been established for calculating 
intracerebral hemorrhage (ICH) volume(16). The subsequently estimated volumes were then summed to a 
total cisternal hemorrhagic blood volume (SAHV). We have previously reported this method to be 
comparable to voxel based manual segmentation method. 

 

Outcomes Assessment 

Discharge modified Rankin scale (mRS) was used as outcome data and was dichotomized with mRS 0-3 
as favorable outcome and 4-6 as unfavorable outcome. For univariate analyses, independent variables 
were compared using χ2, Student t-test (as appropriate). The outcome model was developed using 
multivariate logarithmic regression analysis with all possible prediction variables that would be available 
at the time of initial presentation (including gender, age, SAH volume, Glasgow Coma Scale (GCS), 
modified Fisher’s score (mFS), Hunt and Hess scale, presence of intraparenchymal hemorrhage, presence 
of intraventricular hemorrhage). The analysis was then followed by stepwise elimination of variables not 
contributing to the model (0.05 significance level for entry into the model). First order interactions were 
tested in the final model.  

An outcome stratification model for volumetrically enhanced Subarachnoid Hemorrhage Score called 
eSAH score was created with the variables in the final outcome model. Cut off points of variables were 
chosen to produce a simple and intuitive model. A DCI subscore was similarly calculated for risk 
stratification model for DCI prediction based on labeled DCI outcomes in the dataset using the consensus 
DCI criteria of Vergouwen et al(17). Nonparametric two-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test was 
performed to test the distribution of outcome and in-hospital mortality with eSAH score, and DCI with 
DCI subscore. Discriminative accuracy of the score was examined using receiver operator characteristics 
curve and subsequent area under the curve analysis. Analyses was done using SAS software version 9.4. 
Logistic regression models were built in SAS and from this calculation of the odds ratio by 
exponentiating the log odds. 

 

Results 
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Out of 277 patients with SAH, 72 were deemed to be traumatic in nature and were excluded from 
analysis. Demographic data about 205 non-traumatic SAH including age, sex, admission GCS etc. have 
previously been reported(15). We excluded additional 15 patients who had hemorrhage only in 
extracisternal spaces but no hemorrhage in described cisternal spaces were also excluded from analysis, 
leaving 190 SAH patients for analysis. Overall 30 day mortality rate in this cohort was 15.79%. The mean 
cisternal hemorrhagic volume in this corhort was 11.65 mL (range 0.13 mL to 116.9 mL). 

Outcome at discharge was found to be statistically associated with age (p<0.001), SAH cisternal volume 
(p<0.001), GCS (p<0.001), mFS  (p<0.001), Hunt and Hess score (p<0.001), presence of 
intraparenchymal hemorrhage (p=0.02) and intraventricular hemorrhage (p<0.001) in univariate analysis. 
Gender was not significantly associated with outcome (p=0.08).Out of all variables found to be correlated 
to outcome in univariate analysis, on conducting the stepwise multivariate regression analysis, only 
cisternal hemorrhagic volume, age and GCS were found to statistically contribute to the overall outcome. 
On conducting a similar analysis for DCI, only GCS and cisternal hemorrhagic volume were found to 
significantly contribute to the model. 

Outcome risk stratification was developed for all nontraumatic SAH patients with aim of developing a 
simplified predictive model. Age, GCS and SAH cisternal volume were predictive of outcome at the time 
of discharge as well as in-hospital mortality (Table 2). For every increase in SAHV by 1 ml, the odds of 
unfavorable outcome increased by a factor of 1.148 (95% confidence interval (CI) = 1.973 – 1.227). For 
every increase in age by 1 year, the odds of unfavorable outcome increased by a factor of 1.051 (95% CI 
= 1.015 – 1.087). For every increase in GCS by 1 point, the odds of unfavorable outcome decreased by a 
factor of 0.728 (95% CI = 0.651 – 0.815). Subsequently, the eSAH score was created with cutoffs in age, 
GCS and SAH cisternal hemorrhagic volume to create a simple risk stratification tool for prediction 
outcome and mortality. Given that DCI was only associated with two variables GCS and SAHV, the 
eSAH DCI subscore was calculated and derived with these variables of GCS and SAHV. 

Cut offs were made to change the variable to an ordinal scale for development of scoring system and the 
point assignment for each variable is described in Table 1. The eSAH score therefore was calculated as a 
summation of individual points for each variable. The eSAH score ranged from 0 to 5 and the eSAH DCI 
subscore ranged from 0 to 4 for subsequent risk of developing DCI. The eSAH score at admission was 
strongly predictive of outcome at the time of discharge with increase in odds of poor outcome by a factor 
of 4 for increase in every point for eSAH score{OR= 4.27 (95% CI=2.84 – 6.81), p<0.0001, 
AUC=0.885). It was also a strong predictor of in-hospital mortality with threefold increase in odds of 
mortality with every point increase in eSAH score{OR=3.02 (95% CI = 1.98 – 4.61), p<0.001, 
AUC=0.878). The eSAH DCI subscore was also strongly predictive of DCI development and had 
doubling of odds of DCI with point increase in DCI subscore {OR = 1.97 (95% CI = 1.49 – 2.59), 
p=0.001, AUC=0.748). 

Among the 50 patients with an eSAH score of 0, zero died and 46 (92%) had favorable outcomes. In 
contrast, out of 12 patients with score of 5, 0 had a favorable outcome and 7 (58%) ended up dying during 
the hospital stay. Out of 68 patients with DCI subscore of 0, only 5 (7%) developed DCI as opposed to 
greater than 50 percent of patients with DCI subscore of 3 & 4. 

 

Discussion 

Clinical severity scoring systems have been used in triaging and guiding interventions and treatment for 
several illnesses. Examples of such scoring systems include GCS, NIH Stroke Scale, mFS, Hunt and Hess 
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scale, Intracerebral hemorrhage (ICH) score, Sequential Organ Failure Assessment (SOFA), Clinical 
Institute Withdrawal Assessment for Alcohol (CIWA) etc. and many of these are used widely in clinical 
care(18-24). Since the proposition of C. Miller Fisher’s original (21, 22) SAH scale and its subsequent 
modification by Frontera et. al. (25), no other widely used radiologic model has been established to 
quantify hemorrhagic volumes in aSAH and risk for poor outcome and DCI, due to lack of clinical 
applicability or prognostic value (7, 26, 27). Other clinical scores such as Hunt and Hess scale, the world 
federation of neurosurgeons scale (WFNS), SAH score have also been developed to assess for surgical 
risk or mortality but do not have radiological input and have limited clinical utility (28-30). There is a 
need for a grading system for SAH that is objective and imputes SAH severity from both clinical and 
radiological information and can serve as a robust predictive tool for outcome. ICH score is one such 
clinico-radiologic score that predicts mortality of patients with ICH (18).  

Previous studies found a strong association between subarachnoid hemorrhage volume, clot thickness, 
hemorrhagic persistence, and concomitant intraventricular hemorrhage with DCI and functional 
outcome(5, 31). We used a simplified (ABC/2-derived) SAHV method and manual segmentation to 
conduct volumetric analysis of SAH with in the cisternal spaces. We have previously reported that it 
yielded similar results in terms of volume estimation when compared to voxel based manual segmentation 
analyses. Volume of hemorrhage has been found to correlate with outcome in ICH, and it is axiomatically 
assumed that it would have similar effects on SAH outcome. The modified Fisher scale however is only a 
semiquantitative method of measuring SAH blood and is not as reliable as direct volumetric analysis for 
prediction of outcome and DCI(15) (). Our previous work had already demonstrated a direct association 
of SAH volume with outcomes and DCI. We subsequently aimed to incorporate additional clinical 
covariates and found that age and GCS expounded the prediction capability of SAHV in terms of outcome 
at discharge and in-hospital mortality. The discriminative accuracy of this score for both clinical outcome 
and death was found to be robust. Also, the DCI subscore which included only GCS and SAHV was 
found to be fairly predictive of future DCI that occurs after SAH. 

In order for a score to be clinically useful in variable settings, it has to be simple and reproducible similar 
to the ICH score by Hemphill such that others can validate. The eSAH score is simple and easy to use 
with only three parameters. Two of the three variables include age and GCS should be readily available in 
low resource critical access hospitals and emergency departments and different clinical settings such as 
primary stroke centers and comprehensive stroke centers. One limitation of this model is diffusing 
knowledge of our ABC/2 derived SAH volumetric (SAHV) scale.  However, the ABC/2 volume for 
intracerebral hemorrhage eventually became widespread and used and incorporated into Hemphill’s ICH 
score. The simplified ABC/2-derived SAHV measurement is easier to measure than manual computerized 
segmentation which takes considerable time.  Therefore, we hope with the use of our simplified SAHV 
model this adds important prognostic and severity of illness information in the eSAH score.  The eSAH 
SAVH can also be calculated like ABC/2 for ICH volume in any hospital that has non-contrast head CT 
scan data available and without any specialized training or imaging software.  

There are several limitations to the eSAH score. First, we did not adjust for preexisting comorbidities, 
such as follow up imaging and clinical factors later during hospitalization such as hypertension. However, 
the power of the eSAH score is in its simplicity since in practice SAH patients may present without any 
known comorbidity information similar to the ICH score by Hemphill.  Therefore, the eSAH score is best 
utilized with this limitation at SAH admission using only 3 variables.  

Further, the eSAH score has great potential to triage and risk stratify SAH patients similar to Hemphill’s 
ICH score for ICH patient mortality and stroke systems of care for these patients. While we acknowledge 
the predictive modeling benefit of the eSAH score is limited to the 3 variables analyzed at the time of 
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initial SAH presentation, it can be leveraged as a relative strength given the novel quantitative SAHV 
score which measures a “dose-response” relationship of blood volume compared to GCS with age.  The 
SAHV is a more precise way to quantify in milliliters (ml) the amount of blood compared to the older, 
Likert-like modified Fisher scale. We acknowledge that both SAHV and eSAH score require further 
validation in a larger prospective acquired dataset to ensure its clinical utility and prognostic utility. 
However, the eSAH score data could be used as a risk stratification and SAH severity tool that could aid 
in the decision-making processes in tandem with clinician judgement. 

The eSAH score could also aid the triage and transport of SAH patients from primary stroke center 
hospitals to comprehensive stroke center hospitals that have dedicated neuro-intensive care unit for 
complex SAH management as defined by the recent AHA SAH guideline(32). Patients with higher scores 
have a high likelihood to develop DCI and worse downstream outcomes without the multidisciplinary 
team that complex SAH patients require in terms of vasospasm monitoring, neuroendovascular 
interventions for symptomatic vasospasm and NSICU level neuromonitoring.  Therefore, the eSAH score 
could be used in emergency departments similar to the ICH score by Hemphill to stage and document 
severity during the initial SAH presentation. Such eSAH score triage in the emergency department could 
lead to expeditious transfer to a higher-level stroke center with dedicated neurosurgical vascular and 
neuro-intensive care unit teams for SAH management. Alternatively, those with lower scores could be 
initially managed and stabilized in the nearest local stroke center. The eSAH score could therefore help 
achieves a more equitable allocation of stroke-center resources among stroke networks of care and as 
recommended by the current AHA SAH guidelines(32). The eSAH score could also potentially benefit 
future translational research and targeted interventions (e.g., neuroprotective drugs or minimally invasive 
approaches such as intraventricular calcium channel blocker drug injection) for SAH patients. 

Conclusion: The eSAH score is a simple, quantitative model based on a new quantitative SAH 
volumetric scale (SAHV) that incorporates readily available factors of GCS and age in the emergency 
department and can be used to provide estimates of SAH mortality and downstream outcomes for SAH 
patients. The eSAH score can also potentially help triage SAH patients at presentation to help in the acute 
decision-making in management of SAH patients to higher level comprehensive stroke centers with 
neurointensive care units and vascular neurosurgeons. 
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Table 1: Enhanced SAH (eSAH) Score 

Points Variable 

Glasgow Coma Scale (GCS) Points  GCS 

0 12-15 

1 8-11 

2 3-7 

 

SAH Volume (SAHV)* SAHV 

0 Less than 10 ml 

1 10-20 ml 

2 Greater than 20 ml 

 

Age  Age 
0 Less than equal to 60 
1 Greater than 60 

 

Legend:  eSAH score is calculated by scoring each category points allotted by variable and summing 
them up. Total eSAH score = GCS score + Age score + SAH Volume (SAHV) score. SAHV is calculated 
based on work of Fottinger et al(15). using a simplified ABC/2-derived method or automated method, 
minimum eSAH score = 0, Maximum eSAH score= 5. DCI risk subscore = GCS score + SAH volume 
score, Minimum score = 0, Maximum score= 4 
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Table 2:  

Multivariate Regression Analysis of Outcome in SAH patients 

Variable Odds Ratio (95% confidence interval) 

Age 1.051 (1.015 – 1.087) 

SAHV 1.148 (1.073 – 1.227) 

GCS 0.728 (0.651 – 0.815) 

  

Distribution of outcome by eSAH score 

 eSAH score 

Outcome 0 1 2 3 4 5 

Favorable 51 (92.73%) 36 (75%) 16 (48.48%) 2 (6.45%) 1 
(7.69%) 

0 

Unvavorable 4 (7.27%) 12 (25%) 17 (51.52%) 29 (93.55%) 12 
(92.31%) 

10 (100%) 

 

Distribution of in-hospital mortality by eSAH score 

 eSAH Score 

Death 0 1 2 3 4 5 

No 55 (100%) 47 
(97.92%) 

28 
(684.85%) 

20 (64.52%) 6 
(46.15%) 

4 (40%) 

Yes 0  1 (2.08%) 5 (15.15%) 11 (35.48) 7 (53.85) 6 (60%) 

 

Distribution of DCI by DCI subscore 

 DCI subscore 

DCI 0 1 2 3 4 

No 63 (92.65%) 35 
(l71.43%) 

18 (62.07%) 8 (42.11%) 7 (46.67%) 

Yes 5 (7.35%) 14 
(28.57%) 

11 (37.93%) 11(57.89%) 8 (53.33%) 

Outcome, in-hospital mortality and DCI Data 
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Figure 1: Receiver-Operating Characteristics (ROC) curves compared to various outcome measures in 

SAH patients in A, B, and C. 

 

A,B: ROC curve for Outcome and in-hospital mortality based on eSAH score 

C: ROC curve for DCI based on DCI subscore 

 

 

  

 

  A              B                        C  
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Figure 2: eSAH score totals with associated outcomes of mortality and DCI. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A,B: Distribution of outcome, in-hospital mortality, by eSAH score.  

C: Distribution of DCI during admission by DCI subscore 

D, E: Proportion of outcome and in-hospital mortality by eSAH score 

F: Proportion of DCI by DCI subscore 

 

 

  

 

  A    B    C 

 

 

  D    E    F 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 17, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.15.23295634doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.15.23295634
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


References: 

1. Mahlamäki K, Rautalin I, Korja M. Case Fatality Rates of Subarachnoid Hemorrhage Are 

Decreasing with Substantial between-Country Variation: A Systematic Review of Population-Based 

Studies between 1980 and 2020. Neuroepidemiology. 2022:1-11. 

2. Cross DT, Tirschwell DL, Clark MA, Tuden D, Derdeyn CP, Moran CJ, et al. Mortality rates after 

subarachnoid hemorrhage: variations according to hospital case volume in 18 states. Journal of 

neurosurgery. 2003;99(5):810-7. 

3. Macdonald RL, Schweizer TA. Spontaneous subarachnoid haemorrhage. Lancet. 

2017;389(10069):655-66. 

4. Rosengart AJ, Schultheiss KE, Tolentino J, Macdonald RL. Prognostic factors for outcome in 

patients with aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage. Stroke. 2007;38(8):2315-21. 

5. Ignacio KHD, Diestro JDB, Enriquez CAG, Pascual JSG, Medrano JMM, Omar AT, 2nd, et al. 

Predictive Value of Hematologic Inflammatory Markers in Delayed Cerebral Ischemia After Aneurysmal 

Subarachnoid Hemorrhage. World Neurosurg. 2022. 

6. Eagles ME, Tso MK, Macdonald RL. Cognitive Impairment, Functional Outcome, and Delayed 

Cerebral Ischemia After Aneurysmal Subarachnoid Hemorrhage. World Neurosurg. 2019. 

7. Ibrahim GM, Weidauer S, Macdonald RL. Interobserver variability in the interpretation of 

computed tomography following aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage. J Neurosurg. 

2011;115(6):1191-6. 

8. Jiménez-Roldán L, Alén JF, Gómez PA, Lobato RD, Ramos A, Munarriz PM, et al. Volumetric 

analysis of subarachnoid hemorrhage: assessment of the reliability of two computerized methods and 

their comparison with other radiographic scales. J Neurosurg. 2013;118(1):84-93. 

9. Komiyama M. Misunderstanding of Fisher's grouping system for computed tomography 

evaluation of aneurysmal subarachnoid haemorrhage. Interv Neuroradiol. 2019;25(6):653-4. 

10. Dupont SA, Wijdicks EF, Manno EM, Lanzino G, Rabinstein AA. Prediction of angiographic 

vasospasm after aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage: value of the Hijdra sum scoring system. 

Neurocrit Care. 2009;11(2):172-6. 

11. Lagares A, Jiménez-Roldán L, Gomez PA, Munarriz PM, Castaño-León AM, Cepeda S, et al. 

Prognostic Value of the Amount of Bleeding After Aneurysmal Subarachnoid Hemorrhage: A 

Quantitative Volumetric Study. Neurosurgery. 2015;77(6):898-907; discussion  

12. van der Steen WE, Marquering HA, Ramos LA, van den Berg R, Coert BA, Boers AMM, et al. 

Prediction of Outcome Using Quantified Blood Volume in Aneurysmal SAH. AJNR Am J Neuroradiol. 

2020;41(6):1015-21. 

13. Woo PYM, Tse TPK, Chan RSK, Leung LNY, Liu SKK, Leung AYT, et al. Computed tomography 

interobserver agreement in the assessment of aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage and predictors for 

clinical outcome. J Neurointerv Surg. 2017;9(11):1118-24. 

14. Corporation BP. NIMOTOP®. Online; 2006. 

15. Foettinger F, Sharma R, Salman S, Weston AD, Erickson BJ, Huynh T, et al. The ABCs of 

Subarachnoid Hemorrhage Blood Volume Measurement: A Simplified Quantitative Method Predicts 

Outcomes and Delayed Cerebral Ischemia. medRxiv. 2023:2023.09.05.23295090. 

16. Kothari RU, Brott T, Broderick JP, Barsan WG, Sauerbeck LR, Zuccarello M, et al. The ABCs of 

measuring intracerebral hemorrhage volumes. Stroke. 1996;27(8):1304-5. 

17. Vergouwen MD, Vermeulen M, van Gijn J, Rinkel GJ, Wijdicks EF, Muizelaar JP, et al. Definition 

of delayed cerebral ischemia after aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage as an outcome event in clinical 

trials and observational studies: proposal of a multidisciplinary research group. Stroke. 

2010;41(10):2391-5. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 17, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.15.23295634doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.15.23295634
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


18. Hemphill JC, Bonovich DC, Besmertis L, Manley GT, Johnston SC. The ICH Score. Stroke. 

2001;32(4):891-7. 

19. Bodien YG, Barra A, Temkin NR, Barber J, Foreman B, Vassar M, et al. Diagnosing Level of 

Consciousness: The Limits of the Glasgow Coma Scale Total Score. J Neurotrauma. 2021;38(23):3295-

305. 

20. Eskioglou E, Huchmandzadeh Millotte M, Amiguet M, Michel P. National Institutes of Health 

Stroke Scale Zero Strokes. Stroke. 2018;49(12):3057-9. 

21. Fisher CM, Kistler JP, Davis JM. Relation of cerebral vasospasm to subarachnoid hemorrhage 

visualized by computerized tomographic scanning. Neurosurgery. 1980;6(1):1-9. 

22. Kistler JP, Crowell RM, Davis KR, Heros R, Ojemann RG, Zervas T, et al. The relation of cerebral 

vasospasm to the extent and location of subarachnoid blood visualized by CT scan: a prospective study. 

Neurology. 1983;33(4):424-36. 

23. Lambden S, Laterre PF, Levy MM, Francois B. The SOFA score-development, utility and 

challenges of accurate assessment in clinical trials. Crit Care. 2019;23(1):374. 

24. Sullivan JT, Sykora K, Schneiderman J, Naranjo CA, Sellers EM. Assessment of alcohol 

withdrawal: the revised clinical institute withdrawal assessment for alcohol scale (CIWA-Ar). Br J Addict. 

1989;84(11):1353-7. 

25. Frontera JA, Claassen J, Schmidt JM, Wartenberg KE, Temes R, Connolly ES, Jr., et al. Prediction 

of symptomatic vasospasm after subarachnoid hemorrhage: the modified fisher scale. Neurosurgery. 

2006;59(1):21-7; discussion -7. 

26. Melinosky C, Kincaid H, Claassen J, Parikh G, Badjatia N, Morris NA. The Modified Fisher Scale 

Lacks Interrater Reliability. Neurocrit Care. 2021;35(1):72-8. 

27. van der Jagt M, Hasan D, Bijvoet HW, Pieterman H, Koudstaal PJ, Avezaat CJ. Interobserver 

variability of cisternal blood on CT after aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage. Neurology. 

2000;54(11):2156-8. 

28. Hunt WE, Hess RM. Surgical risk as related to time of intervention in the repair of intracranial 

aneurysms. J Neurosurg. 1968;28(1):14-20. 

29. Sano H, Satoh A, Murayama Y, Kato Y, Origasa H, Inamasu J, et al. Modified World Federation of 

Neurosurgical Societies subarachnoid hemorrhage grading system. World Neurosurg. 2015;83(5):801-7. 

30. Naval NS, Kowalski RG, Chang TR, Caserta F, Carhuapoma JR, Tamargo RJ. The SAH Score: A 

Comprehensive Communication Tool. Journal of Stroke and Cerebrovascular Diseases. 2014;23(5):902-9. 

31. Lagares A, Jiménez-Roldán L, Gomez PA, Munarriz PM, Castaño-León AM, Cepeda S, et al. 

Prognostic value of the amount of bleeding after aneurysmal subarachnoid hemorrhage: a quantitative 

volumetric study. Neurosurgery. 2015;77(6):898-907. 

32. Hoh BL, Ko NU, Amin-Hanjani S, Chou SH-Y, Cruz-Flores S, Dangayach NS, et al. 2023 Guideline 

for the Management of Patients With Aneurysmal Subarachnoid Hemorrhage: A Guideline From the 

American Heart Association/American Stroke Association. Stroke. 2023;54(7):e314-e70. 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 17, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.15.23295634doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.15.23295634
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

