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Abstract
Background: Although intraprocedural rupture (IPR) is rare, it is a devastating complication
of endovascular treatment (EVT) for intracranial aneurysms. Very few studies have been
conducted on IPR, and the safety and efficacy of management techniques of IPR have not
been investigated.
Methods: Patients who underwent IPR during EVT between 2013 and 2022 were enrolled
from the multicenter observational registry. Focusing on the management of IPR, we
examined its safety and efficacy using imaging markers, including increased hemorrhage and
ischemic lesions evaluated using postoperative computed tomography and diffusion-weighted
imaging, respectively.
Results: Of the 3269 EVT for intracranial aneurysms, 74 patients who underwent IPR
(2.26%) were analyzed. Fifty-five patients (3.36%) experienced IPR in 1636 EVT cases for
ruptured aneurysms. The multivariate analysis revealed that increased hemorrhage was
significantly associated with poor outcomes (odds ratio [OR], 6.67 [95% confidence interval
(CI), 1.07-41.44], p=0.042), whereas ischemic lesions were not. Regarding management
techniques of IPR, antihypertensive medication use was significantly associated with
increased hemorrhage (OR, 13.17 [95% CI, 2.26-76.69], p=0.004). Heparin reversal was an
independent factor for ischemic lesions (OR, 4.81 [95% CI, 1.09-21.14], p=0.038).
Conclusions: Even though the setting of IPR may be miscellaneous, and optimal
management varies depending on individual cases, heparin reversal might be associated with
ischemic complications rather than being useful for controlling bleeding in IPR during EVT

for ruptured aneurysms.
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Non-standard abbreviations and acronyms
BGC, balloon-guiding catheter; CI, confidence interval; CT, computed tomography; DWI,
diffusion-weighted imaging; EVT, endovascular treatment; EVD, external ventricular
drainage; HIL, hyperintense lesion; IPR, intraprocedural rupture; IQR, interquartile range;
MRI, magnetic resonance imaging; mRS, modified Rankin Scale; OR, odds ratio; PAO,
parent artery occlusion; SAH, subarachnoid hemorrhage; STROBE, Strengthening the

Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology; WFNS, World Federation of

Neurological Surgeons
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Introduction

Although recent technological advances in endovascular treatment (EVT) for intracranial
aneurysms have yielded improved clinical outcomes, intraprocedural rupture (IPR) remains
one of the most devastating complications. The incidence of IPR during EVT is 2—-6%;
however, the IPR-related morbidity and mortality rates account for up to 60% . However,
some reports suggest that IPR of unruptured aneurysms may lead to significantly favorable
outcomes with appropriate management . As IPR can be an uncontrollable event with a
certain probability, its appropriate management is crucial in practical clinical settings 7.

Various management strategies for IPR, including heparin reversal, antihypertensive drug
administration, and endovascular procedures using balloon catheters, have been reported
3.10.11 " Although these conventional methods are theoretically presumed to be effective in
daily clinical practice, they have not yet been scientifically verified. Given the priority placed
on hemostasis, there may be a lack of consideration of the adverse effects of IPR
management, such as thromboembolic complications associated with balloon catheter
inflation or heparin reversal. Moreover, very few studies have verified the effect of these
management techniques for IPR on clinical outcomes because of its infrequency, and its
urgency makes it extremely difficult to examine them in prospective studies.
The primary purpose of the present study was to review our experience with IPR during EVT

for intracranial aneurysms and to clarify its clinical characteristics. Second, we investigated

the safety and efficacy of conventional management strategies for IPR.

Methods
Patient Selection
This retrospective, multicenter, observational cohort study was conducted at 14 stroke centers

in Japan using data from the EVT registry. The registry retrospectively (before 2021) and
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prospectively (after 2021) enrolled patients who underwent elective or emergent EVTs at the
participating institutions. The ethics committees of the participating institutions approved this
registry (Approved number: M2020-102). Written informed consent was waived because the
study was retrospective with no additional invasive procedures or costs for the participants,
and the information was sufficiently anonymized. The data supporting the findings of this
study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request. This study was
conducted in accordance with the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in
Epidemiology (STROBE) Statement. Patients who underwent EVT for intracranial

aneurysms and experienced IPR between January 2013 and December 2022 were included

using data from the EVT registry.

Clinical Data Collection

Before collecting clinical data retrospectively, a uniform definition of each clinical
measurement and the protocols of imaging analyses were agreed upon via meetings attended
by researchers at the participating stroke centers.

The following data were collected from the medical records: age; sex; pre-morbid modified
Rankin scale (mRS) scores; comorbidities including hypertension, diabetes mellitus, and
dyslipidemia based on the diagnoses before EVT or medications for these conditions; history
of subarachnoid hemorrhage (SAH); periprocedural antiplatelet drug (aspirin, cilostazol,
clopidogrel, prasugrel and their combinations) administration; aneurysm morphologies (size
which is defined as the largest diameter of the aneurysm, location, type [saccular or
dissecting], and status [ruptured or unruptured]); World Federation of Neurological Surgeons
(WFNS) grade in patients with ruptured aneurysms '%; and, external ventricular drainage

(EVD) installation before EVT.
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Endovascular treatment for intracranial aneurysms and intraprocedural rupture
EVT was performed under general anesthesia and systemic heparinization at any time

between sheath insertion and first coil placement using techniques including simple coil
embolization, double-catheter technique, and balloon- or stent-assisted coil embolization.
Parent artery occlusion (PAO) was performed in the patients with ruptured dissecting
aneurysms. [PR was defined as a microguidewire, microcatheter, or coil located beyond the
confines of the aneurysm sac with or without angiographic contrast material extravasation,
including angiographic extravasation triggered by contrast material injection during EVT 7.
When IPR was observed, rapid occlusion of the aneurysm was performed using coils, if
possible. Data on the management of IPR, including heparin reversal using protamine sulfate
and administration of antihypertensive medication for medical management, opening of EVD
to maintain intracranial pressure, and hemostasis by inflation of a balloon microcatheter
navigated around the aneurysm neck or balloon-guiding catheter (BGC) for endovascular
management, were also collected. The causes of perforation, such as the framing coil,
filling/finishing coil, microcatheter, microguidewire, injection of contrast agents, and

hemodynamic response during IPR (defined as a 10% elevation of systolic blood pressure or

heart rate from baseline) were also collected.

Outcomes

The postoperative angiographic occlusion status was assessed using the Raymond—Roy
classification: Class I, complete obliteration; Class II, residual neck; and Class III, residual
aneurysm '°. The imaging outcomes were evaluated for hemorrhagic and ischemic lesions on
computed tomography (CT) and magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), respectively. We
assessed the hemorrhagic state in the subarachnoid, parenchymal, and intraventricular spaces

in three stages: no change, increase, and significant increase, based on CT immediately after
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EVT compared with preoperative CT. We defined hemorrhage by a significant increase in any
of these spaces as "increased hemorrhage.” MRI was performed to assess postoperative
ischemic lesions, and the size and number of hyperintense lesions (HIL) were measured by
diffusion-weighted imaging (DWI). We defined “DWI positive” as more than 10 HILs sized
<5 mm, or one or more HILs sized >10 mm, with reference to previous studies '*1¢. Data on
aneurysm rebleeding within 2 weeks of EVT were also collected. Neurological outcomes

were evaluated at discharge using mRS scores. Patients who underwent EVT for ruptured

aneurysms were dichotomized into groups as good (mRS <3) or poor (mRS >4) 7. In patients

with unruptured aneurysms, good outcomes were defined as mRS =0 or the same score as the
premorbid mRS, and poor outcomes were defined as mRS worsening by 1 or more.

We first analyzed the baseline clinical characteristics of IPR. Second, we assessed the
factors associated with poor outcomes in patients who underwent IPR during EVT for
ruptured aneurysms and investigated the impact of hemorrhage and ischemic complications
due to IPR on patient outcomes. Third, the safety and efficacy of IPR management were

evaluated, focusing on controlling hemorrhage and ischemic complications.

Statistical Analysis

We defined the following four analysis sets: (1) patients who underwent IPR; (i1) patients
who underwent IPR with ruptured aneurysms; (iii) patients who underwent IPR with
unruptured aneurysms; and (iv) patients who underwent IPR with ruptured aneurysms and a
additionally underwent postoperative MRI.

Baseline characteristics are represented as median and interquartile range (IQR) for
continuous variables and frequency and percentage for categorical variables. For the three

analysis sets, except for the set of patients who underwent IPR, the distributions of baseline
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characteristics were compared between good/poor outcomes using Student t-test for
continuous variables and chi-square test for categorical variables.
First, we assessed the effects of these factors on the good/poor outcomes in patients who
underwent [PR for ruptured aneurysms. We estimated odds ratios (OR), 95% confidence
intervals (CI), and p-values using univariate and multivariate logistic regression models that
included age, sex, premorbid mRS, WFNS grade, and increased hemorrhage. Age was
dichotomized by the median value in patients who underwent IPR with ruptured aneurysmes.
We also performed univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses for good/poor
outcomes in patients who underwent IPR for ruptured aneurysms and postoperative MRI. The
model included age, sex, premorbid mRS score, WFNS grade, increased hemorrhage, and
DWI positivity. Second, we evaluated the effects of these factors on increased hemorrhage in
patients who underwent IPR for ruptured aneurysms. Univariate and multivariate logistic
regression analyses were performed for age, sex, heparin reversal, antihypertensive
medication, EVD opening, BGC balloon inflation, and neck balloon inflation. Finally, we
investigated the effect of these factors on DWI positivity in patients who underwent IPR for
ruptured aneurysms and postoperative MRI. Univariate and multivariate logistic regression
analyses were also conducted using age, sex, heparin reversal, antihypertensive medication,
EVD opening, BGC balloon inflation, and neck balloon inflation as covariates. Statistical

significance was set at p < 0.05. All the analyses were performed using SAS version 9.4 (SAS

Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA).

Results
Patient Characteristics
Based on the EVT registry, we identified 3269 endovascular procedures for intracranial

aneurysms (1633 endovascular procedures for unruptured aneurysms and 1636 endovascular
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procedures for ruptured aneurysms); IPR was observed in 74 patients, comprising 19 patients
(1.16%) with unruptured aneurysms and 55 patients (3.36%) with ruptured aneurysms.

The baseline clinical characteristics of the patients are shown in Table 1. The 74 patients
comprised 16 (21.6%) men (median [IQR] age, 62.5 [51.0-73.0]). Sixty patients (81.1%) had
premorbid mRS scores of 0. The median (IQR) aneurysm size was 4.9 mm (3.7-7.1 mm), and
saccular aneurysm accounted for 79.7% (n=59). Twenty-nine patients (39.2%), including all
patients with unruptured aneurysms, were pretreated with antiplatelet drugs. The most
common aneurysm location was the anterior communicating artery (n=19; 25.7%), followed
by the posterior communicating artery (n=16; 21.6%). The most common endovascular
technique used for coil embolization was simple (n=31; 41.9%), followed by the balloon
assisted one (n=29; 39.2%). Sixty-nine patients (93.2%) received intravenous heparin
infusion during EVT. The most common cause of IPR was filling or finishing the coil (n=26,
35.1%), followed by framing the coil (n=23, 31.1%). The most common management for IPR
was heparin reversal in 50 patients (67.6%), followed by antihypertensive medication in 42
patients (56.8%), opening of the EVD in 28 patients (37.8%) among the 30 patients who
underwent EVD installation before EVT for ruptured aneurysms, inflation of the BGC in 9
patients (12.2%), and inflation of the neck balloon microcatheter in 41 patients (55.4%). PAO
was performed in 12 patients, including 4 who underwent unplanned PAO for bleeding
control of IPR. Twenty-six patients (35.1%) showed increased hemorrhage on CT
immediately after EVT, including one patient who could not undergo postoperative CT
because the patient was in a state of clinical brain death due to massive and uncontrollable
IPR. Sixty-six patients underwent postoperative MRI, excluding 8 patients who were in a
state of clinically close to brain death, and 32 patients (48.5%) were DWI-positive. All the

patients underwent MRI within 7 days of EVT and 29 (90.6%) underwent MRI within 2 days

of EVT. Thirty-six (48.6 %) patients had poor outcomes. Rebleeding within 2 weeks of EVT
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was observed in 7 patients (9.5%), and their occlusion status was as follows: Raymond—Roy

Class I, 2; Class 11, 2; Class III, 3; PAO,1.

Factors Associated with Poor Outcomes Following IPR in Patients Who Underwent EVT
for Ruptured Aneurysms

The baseline clinical characteristics of 55 patients who underwent EVT for ruptured
aneurysms, dichotomized according to patient outcomes, are shown in Table 2. Of these, 23
patients (41.8%) had good outcomes (mRS 0-3) and 32 patients (58.2%) had poor outcomes
(mRS 4-6). Poor outcomes were significantly associated with older age, a lower percentage
of pre-morbid mRS =0, a higher percentage of WFNS grades IV and V, and a higher
percentage of pre-embolization EVD installation. Regarding the management of IPR, patients
with poor outcomes showed a significantly higher percentage of antihypertensive medication
use (65.6% vs. 34.8%, p=0.031) and opening of the EVD (68.8% vs. 26.1%, p=0.003).
Regarding imaging outcomes, there was no statistically significant difference in increased
hemorrhage between patients (40.6% vs. 17.4%, p=0.082). Postoperative MRI was performed
in 49 patients, and DWI positivity was significantly higher in the poor outcome group than
that in the good outcome group (73.1% vs. 34.8%, p =0.01). The baseline clinical
characteristics of the 49 patients who underwent EVT for ruptured aneurysms and
postoperative MRI, dichotomized into patient outcomes, are shown in Supplementary Table
1. The baseline clinical characteristics of the 19 patients who underwent EVT for unruptured
aneurysms, dichotomized according to patient outcomes, are shown in Supplementary Table
2. All patients with unruptured aneurysms were premedicated with antiplatelet medications,
and heparin infusion was administered during EVT. There were no statistically significant

differences in the management of IPR and imaging outcomes between patient outcomes.
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Table 3 shows the results of the univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses of
poor outcomes among patients who underwent EVT for ruptured aneurysms. In the univariate
analyses, age >62 years, pre-morbid mRS >0, and WFNS grades IV and V were significantly
associated with poor outcomes (OR, 5.84 [95% CI, 1.80—-18.93], p=0.003 for age >62; OR,
8.61 [95% CI, 1.01-73.69], p=0.049 for pre-morbid mRS >0; OR, 4.72 [95% CI, 1.45—
15.28], p=0.010 for WEFNS grades IV and V). In the multivariate analyses, age >62 years,
WENS grades I'V and V, and increased hemorrhage were significantly associated with poor
outcomes (OR, 8.53 [95% CI, 1.74-41.73], p=0.008 for age >62 years; OR, 12.73 [95% CI,
2.27-71.34], p=0.004 for WFNS grades IV and V; OR, 6.67 [95% CI, 1.07-41.44], p=0.042).

The results of univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses of poor outcomes
among patients who underwent EVT for ruptured aneurysms and postoperative MRI are
shown in Table 4. In the univariate analyses, age >62 years, WFNS grades IV and V, and
DWI positivity were significantly associated with poor outcomes (OR, 6.20 [95% CI, 1.79—
21.46], p=0.004 for age >62 years; OR, 4.53 [95% CI, 1.34-15.37], p=0.015 for WFNS
grades IV and V; OR, 5.09 [95% CI, 1.50-17.23], p=0.009 for DWI positivity). In the
multivariate analyses, age >62 years, pre-morbid mRS >0, and WFNS grades IV and V were
significantly associated with poor outcomes (OR, 8.97 [95% CI, 1.41-57.15], p=0.020 for

age >62; OR, 19.18 [95% CI, 1.11-332.81], p=0.042 for pre-morbid mRS >0; OR, 10.78

[1.61-72.31], p=0.014 for WFNS grades IV and V).

Safety and Efficacy of Management Techniques of IPR
Table 5 shows the results of the univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses of
increased hemorrhage for each variable. In the univariate analyses, antihypertensive

medication use was significantly associated with increased hemorrhage (OR, 12.86 [95% CI,

12
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2.55-64.70], p=0.002). Similar results were also observed in the multivariate analysis (OR,
13.17 [95% CI, 2.26-76.69], p=0.004 for antihypertensive medication).

The results of the univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses with DWI
positivity for each variable among patients who underwent EVT for ruptured aneurysms and
postoperative MRI are shown in Table 6. In the univariate analyses, age >62 years and
heparin reversal were significantly associated with DWI positivity (OR, 5.09 [95% CI, 1.50—
17.23], p=0.009 for age >62 years; OR, 5.06 [95% CI, 1.46—17.53], p=0.011 for heparin
reversal). Similar results were also observed in the multivariate analysis (OR, 7.39 [95% CI,

1.43-38.32], p=0.017 for age >62; OR, 4.81 [95% CI, 1.09-21.14], p=0.038 for heparin

reversal).

Discussion

The present study provides real-world clinical data on IPR during EVT for intracranial
aneurysms. Increased hemorrhage is associated with poor outcomes in patients who undergo
EVT for ruptured aneurysms. In the management of IPR, heparin reversal was not associated
with increased hemorrhage but was associated with the DWI positivity rate on MRI. In these
cases, heparin reversal had no impact on clinical outcomes; however, the univariate analysis
showed a significant difference in heparin reversal and DWI positivity, suggesting a potential
association with the increase in the number of cases.

The overall IPR rate in the present study was 2.26%, which was more likely to occur during
EVT of ruptured aneurysms than that of unruptured aneurysms. This is similar to the findings
of previous studies on the prevalence of IPR *. In patients with IPR, morbidity and mortality
(mRS 4-6) occurred in 32 patients (58.2%) with ruptured aneurysms and four patients
(21.1%) with unruptured aneurysms, representing the severe consequences of IPR, which are

similar to those reported previously 2. The median size and common location were similar to
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those previously reported *!%. Although we suspected that complex endovascular techniques
causing device friction or complicated procedures were more likely to cause IPR, adjunctive
techniques were not significantly different between the two groups dichotomized by patient
outcomes. Regarding the cause of perforation, coils were the most common cause of IPR, and
the proportion of IPR related to the framing coil and microcatheter, which may be considered
to be related to fatal bleeding, did not differ between the two groups dichotomized by patient
outcome >. These results suggest that IPR is not caused by a single factor but by various
factors, including the endovascular techniques and devices used. In addition, rupture due to
contrast agent injection alone was observed in six cases (8.1%). In 5 of the 6 cases, IPR
occurred during diagnostic angiography prior to approaching the aneurysm. They were all
WENS grade V, and their clinical outcomes were mRS scores of 5 or 6, similar to that
reported in a previous study '°. While performing EVT for severe SAH, careful procedures
such as the gentle injection of contrast media are required. Postoperative aneurysm re-rupture
occurred in 12% of patients who underwent EVT for ruptured aneurysms and experienced
IPR, which was higher than the frequency of postoperative re-rupture among patients without
IPR %, This occurred regardless of the aneurysmal occlusion status. This may be attributable
to the instability of the aneurysm and acceleration of hypercoagulation due to IPR, suggesting
the possibility of further ischemic complications 2?2, In patients with IPR in ruptured
aneurysms, older age and the higher percentage of pre-morbid mRS =lor more and WFNS
grades IV and V were related to poor outcomes. This might be because preoperative
conditions have a significant influence on outcomes, even in the IPR population. EVD may
be more common in patients with poor outcomes because EVD installation is performed
before EVT tended to involve severe pre-EVT conditions.

In the present study, among patients who underwent postoperative MRI, the univariate

analyses revealed that DWI positivity was significantly associated with poor outcomes. The
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incidence of DWI abnormalities following EVT in patients with SAH, which is also
associated with patient outcomes, is reported to be 42-75% '4*3. SAH may promote
hypercoagulability as a systemic response; therefore, ischemic complications occur more
frequently in EVT for ruptured aneurysms than that for unruptured aneurysms *242°.
Moreover, managing IPR through heparin reversal and hemostasis using a balloon in a
hypercoagulable state may induce ischemic complications and compromise IPR control.

In the management of IPR, patients with poor outcomes showed a higher percentage of
those with antihypertensive medication use. A hemodynamic response was observed in 23 of
the 29 patients who used antihypertensive medication for the management of IPR. Rather
than interpreting that the outcome was worse due to the use of antihypertensive medication, it
is more reasonable to interpret that the patients who presented a hemodynamic response that
required antihypertensive medication as a result of IPR tended to have poor outcomes.
Therefore, none of the management strategies for [PR examined in this study were useful for
bleeding control.

Among patients with IPR with ruptured aneurysms, older age and heparin reversal were
associated with DWI positivity on postoperative MRI. Older age was significantly associated
with multiple HIL owing to a higher prevalence of atherosclerotic risk factors, and the same
trend was observed in the present study '>%¢. One of the optimal management strategies for
IPR is rapid occlusion of the aneurysm !°. Empirically, temporary hemostasis can be
achieved using a balloon catheter; therefore, the use of a balloon is not meaningless >.
Although the presence or absence of a balloon did not affect the outcomes in this study,
thromboembolic complications should be considered especially when heparin is neutralized
58 The use of heparin during IPR had no effect on mortality and morbidity '. Although

protamine sulfate has a rapid onset of action to neutralize the effect of heparin, it causes

hypotension due to vasodilation when administered rapidly; therefore, slow administration
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over 5 min is recommended 2”-?®. If IPR can be controlled in a short time, heparin reversal
may be avoided; if it seems difficult to control, heparin reversal can be considered, and
heparinization can be restarted after hemostasis is achieved. Implementing these measures
may suppress IPR-related ischemic complications. Optimal management varies depending on
the case; therefore, implementing a uniform response should be reconsidered.
This study had several limitations. First, it had an observational retrospective design. To our
knowledge, this is the largest study to investigate IPR during EVT for intracranial aneurysms.
However, the sample size was small, and we did not have sufficient power to demonstrate the
appropriateness of our results. Given the frequency and iatrogenic nature of IPR, prospective
interventional studies are difficult to perform. Second, a uniform statistical analysis is
challenging because of significant variations in patient backgrounds, such unruptured and
ruptured conditions. Third, there were no data on activated clotting time before and after IPR,
and the effects of heparin and its reversal could not be investigated in detail. Finally, imaging
outcomes, including hemorrhage and ischemia, were evaluated using qualitative indicators. In
particular, there are no reports on the DWI findings after IPR in patients with SAH. The
validity of these criteria requires further investigation.

The present study showed real-world data on intraprocedural rupture during the EVT of
intracranial aneurysms. Although rare, it can become a devastating complication.
Conventional management of IPR may not be useful for controlling bleeding. Heparin
reversal may be associated with ischemic complications rather than being useful for
controlling bleeding during intraprocedural rupture. The situation of intraprocedural rupture

is miscellaneous, and optimal management varies depending on the individual case;

therefore, a uniform response should be avoided.
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Table 1 Patient characteristics of those who experienced IPR during EVT for intracranial

aneurysms

Overall (N=74)

Age 62.5(51.0, 73.0)
Male sex 16 (21.6%)

Pre-morbid mRS =0
Comorbidities and pre-medication
Hypertension
Diabetes mellitus
Dyslipidemia
SAH
Antiplatelet drugs
Aneurysm morphology
Size (mm)
Location
Anterior communicating artery
Posterior communicating artery
Basilar artery
Vertebral artery
Other anterior circulation aneurysm
Other posterior circulation aneurysm
Saccular aneurysm
Status of ruptured aneurysm
Endovascular technique
Simple coil embolization
Double-catheter technique
Balloon-assisted coil embolization
Stent-assisted coil embolization
Others
Heparin use
Cause of perforation
Framing coil

Filling/finishing coil

60 (81.1%)

36 (48.6%)
5 (6.8%)
14 (18.9%)
8 (10.8%)
29 (39.2%)

49(3.7,7.1)

19 (25.7%)
16 (21.6%)
10 (13.5%)
8 (10.8%)
14 (18.9%)
7 (9.5%)
59 (79.7%)
55 (74.3%)

31 (41.9%)
7 (9.5%)
29 (39.2%)
4 (5.4%)
3 (4.1%)
69 (93.2%)

23 (31.1%)
26 (35.1%)
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Microcatheter
Microguidewire
Injection of contrast agents
Others
Management for intraoperative rupture
Heparin reversal
Antihypertensive medication
Opening of EVD
BGC balloon inflation
Neck balloon inflation
Hemodynamic response
Angiographic occlusion status
Raymond—Roy Class 1
Raymond—Roy Class 2
Raymond—-Roy Class 3
Parent artery occlusion
Imaging outcomes
Increased hemorrhage
DWI positive*
Rebleeding within 2 weeks from EVT
mRS at discharge
0
1

AN W AW

12 (16.2%)
4 (5.4%)
6 (8.1%)
3 (4.1%)

50 (67.6%)
42 (56.8%)
28 (37.8%)
9 (12.2%)
41 (55.4%)
37 (50.0%)

34 (45.9%)
21 (28.4%)
7 (9.5%)
12 (16.2%)

26 (35.1%)
32 (48.5%)

7 (9.5%)

16 (21.6%)
12 (16.2%)
6 (8.1%)
4 (5.4%)
8 (10.8%)
15 (20.3%)
13 (17.6%)

*, Data are available for 66 participants who underwent MRI after EVT.

Abbreviations: BGC, balloon-guiding catheter; DWI, diffusion-weighted imaging; EVD,

external ventricular drainage; mRS, modified Rankin Scale; SAH, subarachnoid hemorrhage
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Table 2 The baseline clinical characteristics of the 55 patients who underwent EVT for

ruptured aneurysm dichotomized by patient outcomes

Good Poor outcome
_ Overall
Variable outcome (N=32) p*
(N=55)
(N=23)
Age 62.0 52.0 71.5
<.001
(50.0, 75.0) (47.0, 62.0) (59.0, 80.0)
Male sex 12 (21.8%) 6 (26.1%) 6 (18.8%)  0.530
Pre-morbid mRS =0 45 (81.8%) 22 (95.7%) 23 (71.9%) 0.034
Antiplatelet drugs 10 (18.2%) 4 (17.4%) 6 (18.8%) 1.000
Aneurysm size (mm) 483.7,7.1) 59(3.8,6.7) 4.73.6,7.2) 0.810
Saccular aneurysm 42 (76.4%) 18 (78.3%) 24 (75.0%)  1.000
WENS grade [V-V 26 (47.3%) 6 (26.1%) 20(62.5%) 0.013
Pre-embolization EVD
30 (54.5%) 7 (30.4%) 23 (71.9%)  0.003
installation
Endovascular technique (simple
. o 23 (41.8%) 10 (43.5%) 13 (40.6%)  1.000
coil embolization + Others)
Heparin use 50 (90.9%) 21 (91.3%) 29 (90.6%)  1.000
Cause of perforation (Framing
25 (45.5%) 9 (39.1%) 16 (50.0%) 0.584
coil + Microcatheter)
Management for [PR
Heparin reversal 33 (60.0%) 11 (47.8%) 22 (68.8%) 0.165
Antihypertensive medication 29 (52.7%) 8 (34.8%) 21 (65.6%) 0.031
Opening of EVD 28 (50.9%) 6 (26.1%) 22 (68.8%) 0.003
BGC balloon inflation 8 (14.6%) 3 (13.0%) 5(15.6%) 1.000
Neck balloon inflation 28 (50.9%) 9 (39.1%) 19 (59.4%) 0.176
Hemodynamic response 25 (45.5) 9 (39.1%) 16 (50.0%) 0.584
Imaging outcomes
Increased hemorrhage 17 (30.9%) 4 (17.4%) 13 (40.6%) 0.082
DWI positivet 27 (55.1%) 8 (34.8%) 19 (73.1%)  0.010
Rebleeding within 2 weeks from
7 (12.7%) 1 (4.4%) 6 (18.8%)  0.219

EVT
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*; The P values were calculated using the t-test for continuous variables and the chi-square

test for categorical variables.
t; Data were available for 49 participants who underwent an MRI after EVT.
Abbreviations: BGC, balloon-guiding catheter; DWI, diffusion-weighted imaging; EVD,

external ventricular drainage; EVT, endovascular treatment; IPR, intraprocedural rupture;

mRS, modified Rankin Scale; WFNS, World Federation of Neurological Surgeons

24


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301699

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301699; this version posted January 25, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Table 3 Univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses of poor outcomes among

patients who underwent EVT for ruptured aneurysms

Univariate (N=55) Multivariate (N=55)
Variable
OR (95% CI) P OR (95% CI) P
5.84 8.53
Age >62 years 0.003 0.008
(1.80, 18.93) (1.74,41.73)
0.65 1.01
Male sex 0.517 0.989
(0.18,2.37) (0.20, 5.01)
8.61 11.94
Pre-morbid mRS>0 0.049 0.066
(1.01, 73.69) (0.85, 167.78)
4.72 12.73
WENS grade IV and V 0.010 0.004
(1.45, 15.28) (2.27,71.34)
3.25 6.67
Increased hemorrhage 0.073 0.042
(0.90, 11.79) (1.07, 41.44)

Abbreviations: CI, confidence interval; DWI, diffusion-weighted imaging; mRS, modified

Rankin Scale; OR, odds ratio; WFNS, World Federation of Neurological Surgeons
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Table 4 Univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses showed poor outcomes

among patients who underwent EVT for ruptured aneurysms and postoperative MRI

Univariate (N=49) Multivariate (N=49)
Variable
OR (95% CI) P OR (95% CI) P
6.20 8.97
Age >62 years 0.004 0.020
(1.79, 21.46) (1.41, 57.15)
0.85 1.47
Male sex 0.807 0.664
(0.23,3.13) (0.26, 8.37)
6.60 19.18
Pre-morbid mRS>0 0.093 0.042
(0.73, 59.62) (1.11, 332.81)
4.53 10.78
WENS grade IV and V 0.015 0.014
(1.34, 15.37) (1.61,72.31)
2.51 3.74
Increased hemorrhage 0.180 0.190
(0.65,9.67) (0.52, 26.85)
N 5.09 2.87
DWI positive 0.009 0.215
(1.50, 17.23) (0.54, 15.18)

Abbreviations: CI, confidence interval; DWI, diffusion-weighted imaging; mRS, modified

Rankin Scale; OR, odds ratio; WFNS, World Federation of Neurological Surgeons
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Table 5 Univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses of increased hemorrhage

Univariate (N=55) Multivariate (N=55)

Variable
OR (95% CI) P OR (95% CI) P
1.83 1.00
Age>62 years 0.314 0.997
(0.56, 5.97) (0.20, 5.16)
0.37 0.35
Male sex 0.240 0.325
(0.07, 1.93) (0.04, 2.81)
Management for [PR
0.66 0.43
Heparin reversal 0.476 0.273
(0.21, 2.09) (0.09, 1.94)
12.86 13.17
Antihypertensive medication 0.002 0.004
(2.55, 64.70) (2.26, 76.69)
. 1.12 0.97
Opening of EVD 0.840 0.965
(0.36, 3.54) (0.23, 4.09)
1.41 0.71
BGC balloon inflation 0.664 0.735
(0.30, 6.74) (0.10, 5.02)
1.59 1.33
Neck balloon inflation 0.434 0.694
(0.50, 5.05) (0.32, 5.60)

Abbreviations: BGC, balloon-guiding catheter; EVD, external ventricular drainage; IPR,

intraprocedural rupture
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Table 6. Univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses of DWI positivity.

Univariate (N=49) Multivariate (N=49)

OR (95% CI) P OR (95% CI) P
5.09 7.39
Age>62 years 0.009 0.017
(1.50, 17.23) (1.43, 38.32)
0.49 1.18
Male sex 0.286 0.853
(0.13, 1.83) (0.20, 6.96)
Management for [PR
5.06 4.81
Heparin reversal 0.011 0.038
(1.46, 17.53) (1.09, 21.14)
. . o 0.93 0.49
Antihypertensive medication 0.897 0.369
(0.30, 2.86) (0.10, 2.32)
1.56 1.17
Opening of EVD 0.446 0.821
(0.50, 4.85) (0.30, 4.62)
0.56 2.63
BGC balloon inflation 0.486 0.411
(0.11, 2.83) (0.26, 26.54)
2.10 2.19
Neck balloon inflation 0.204 0.263
(0.67, 6.60) (0.56, 8.58)

Abbreviations: BGC, balloon-guiding catheter; EVD, external ventricular drainage; IPR,

intraprocedural rupture
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