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ABSTRACT

Background: Meningiomarisk factors include older age, female sex, and African-American race. There
are limited data exploring how meningioma risk in African-Americans varies across the lifespan,
interacts with sex, and differs by tumor grade.

Methods: The Central Brain Tumor Registry of the United States (CBTRUS) is a population-based
registry covering the entire U.S. population. Meningioma diagnoses from 2004-2019 were used to
calculate incidence rate ratios (IRRs) for non-Hispanic Black individuals (NHB) compared to non-
Hispanic white individuals (NHW) across 10-year age intervals, and stratified by sex and by WHO
tumor grade.

Results: 53,890 NHB individuals and 322,373 NHW individuals with an intracranial meningioma
diagnosis were included in analyses. Beginning in young adulthood, the NHB-to-NHW IRR was
elevated for both grade 1 and grade 2/3 tumors. The IRR peaked in the seventh decade of life regardless
of grade, and was higher for grade 2/3 tumors (IRR=1.57; 95% CI. 1.46-1.69) than grade 1 tumors
(IRR=1.27; 95% CI: 1.25-1.30) in this age group. The NHB-to-NHW IRR was elevated in females
(IRR=1.17; 95% ClI: 1.16-1.18) and further elevated in males (IRR=1.28; 95% CI: 1.26-1.30), revealing
synergistic interaction between NHB race/ethnicity and male seX (Pinteraction=0.001).

Conclusions: Relative to NHW individuals, NHB individuals are at elevated risk of meningioma from
young adulthood through old age. NHB race/ethnicity conferred higher risk of meningioma among men
than women, and higher risk of developing WHO grade 2/3 tumors. Results identify meningioma as a
significant source of racial disparities in neuro-oncology and may help to improve preoperative
predictions of meningioma grade.
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INTRODUCTION

Meningiomais the most common primary brain tumor in terms of both incidence and
prevalence, accounting for >40% of annual primary brain tumor diagnoses in the United States (U.S.).*?
M eningioma incidence increases monotonically from young adulthood through the ninth decade of life,
and ~1% of the U.S. population will develop ameningiomain their lifetime.* Additional demographic
risk factors include higher incidence among women than men, and among African-American individuals
than non-Hispanic White individuals.™ Because meningiomais frequently diagnosed and monitored
radiologically, without biopsy or surgical resection, the proportion of tumors classified as World Health
Organization (WHO) grade 1, WHO grade 2, or WHO grade 3 varies substantially according to study
design.® In registry-based studies, 95% of meningiomais classified as WHO grade 1, with the remaining
5% classified as WHO grade 2 (i.e., atypical) or WHO grade 3 (i.e., anaplastic).” In tissue-based studies
(i.e., restricted to patients receivi ng surgery), up to 20% of meningiomais classified as WHO grades 2-3
using WHO 2021 grading criteria.®*°

Epidemiologic studies of meningioma seldom evaluate risk factorsin grade-stratified analyses.
When such analyses are presented, they are typically split into strata of non-malignant tumors (WHO
grades 1-2) and malignant tumors (WHO grade 3). However, recent epigenomic and transcriptomic
studies suggest that grade 2 and grade 3 tumors frequently share a sSimilar spectrum of somatic
alterations that are not observed in grade 1 tumors.>*° Regardless of grade, meningioma can be a
debilitating disease due to morbidity associated with its sensitive intracrania location. Higher-grade
meningioma (WHO grades 2-3) frequently display aggressive behavior, with 5-year survival rates aslow
as 37%." Further, the neurocognitive sequelae of surgical resection and radiotherapy can be additional
sources of morbidity among patients receiving interventional therapy. A recent study observed that 68%
of meningioma patients exhibited global neuro-cognitive impairment 18 months after completing their
treatment, with 48% unable to return to work.™

We recently evaluated the joint effects of biological sex and race/ethnicity on meningiomarisk
in alarge sample of >450,000 U.S. patients.> We observed that the effect of female sex varies
significantly across the lifespan, conferring up to 3.5-fold greater risk in women than men during the
fifth decade of life. We also observed that, compared to individuals who are non-Hispanic White,
individuals who are non-Hispanic Black experience a 1.2-fold higher incidence of grade 1 meningioma
and a 1.4-fold higher incidence of grade 2—3 meningioma, whereas Hispanic ethnicity was associated
with negligible differences in incidence. Whether the risk of meningiomain African-Americans varies
by age and across strata of sex has not been thoroughly evaluated, but could reveal important disparities
and inform future strategies for meningioma intervention or tumor interception.

To address this knowledge gap and comprehensively evaluate potential disparitiesin
meningioma incidence among African Americans, we analyzed data from the Central Brain Tumor
Registry of the United States (CBTRUS). We examine population-level variation in the incidence of
WHO grade 1 and WHO grade 2-3 meningioma among Non-Hispanic Black individuals compared to
non-Hispanic White individuals over a sixteen-year period, including the modifying impacts of age and
biological sex. Results reveal how age- and sex-specific meningioma incidence rates contribute to racial
disparities and further identify high-risk populations that could benefit from targeted approaches for
meningioma risk reduction.
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METHODS
Data Source

Study data are from CBTRUS, which aggregates primary brain tumor incidence data from 52
central cancer registries (47 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention’s[CDC] National Program of
Cancer Registries [NPCRg], and 4 National Cancer Institute’s[NCI] Surveillance Epidemiology and
End Results [SEERS]).*? Collected data capture registered cases from 99.9% of the U.S. population
during thetime period.* U.S. central cancer registries must collect data on all cancers diagnosed in the
United States in accordance with the Cancer Registries Amendment Act (Public Law 102-15), and on all
non-malignant primary tumors of the central nervous system (CNS) in accordance with the Benign Brain
Tumor Cancer Registries Amendment Act (Public Law 107-260). Study data cover sixteen years, from
2004 (when reporting of non-malignant CNS tumors became mandatory) through 2019, and include all
50 U.S. states and Washington D.C. (excluding data from Nevada for diagnosis years 2018-2019, and
tumors diagnosed by autopsy or death certificate only).

Histopathology and behavior codes from International Classification of Diseases for Oncology,
3rd Edition (ICD-0O-3) were used to identify meningioma diagnoses and assign WHO tumor grade, as
previously described: grade 1 (9530-9534/0, 9537/0), grade 2 (9530-9534/1, 9537-9539/1), and grade 3
(9530-9535/3, 9537-9539/3).° Tumors with |CD-O-3 site codes C70.0 (cerebral meninges) or C70.9
(meninges not otherwise specified) are included in analyses; those with site code C70.1 (spinal
meninges) were excluded. Because ~95% of all meningioma are located intracranially, tumors with site
code C70.9 (meninges not otherwise specified) are overwhelmingly intracranial in location and retained
in analyses, consistent with prior publications.>’ The WHO grading criteria for meningioma saw
revisionsin 2004, 2016, and 2021. Our dataset includes only diagnoses prior to 2020, so 2021 WHO
revisions cannot affect analyses. Previous sensitivity analyses in 2007-2016 CBTRUS data have
revealed minimal impacts of 2004 and 2016 WHO revisions on meningioma analyses, potentially due to
rapid uptake of the 2004 revisions and the small number of tumors impacted by 2016 revisions (when
brain invasion first qualified a grade 2 designation).® Age, sex, and race/ethnicity data were obtained
from the CBTRUS database. Given the study’ s aim of expanding prior work on meningioma incidence
disparities among African-Americans, analyses are limited to non-Hispanic Black individuals and non-
Hispanic White individuals, with the latter having the larger sample sizein CBTRUS and serving as a
comparator group that maximizes statistical power.

Satistical Analysis

Population data from the U.S. Census Bureau were obtained from the National Cancer Institute
SEER program (http://seer.cancer.gov) and used to calculate incidence rates, age-adjusted to the 2000
U.S. standard population. Average annual age-adjusted incidence rates (AAAIR) with 95% confidence
intervals (Cls) were generated using SEER* Stat, by tumor grade (grade 1, grades 2-3), combined
race/ethnicity (non-Hispanic White, non-Hispanic Black), biological sex, and 10-year age groups.
Incidence rate ratios (IRRs) and 95% Cls were generated using AAAIR, as previously described.***
IRRs were considered statistically significant at P <0.05. Interaction analyses (sex* race/ethnicity) were
performed using Poisson models, overall and stratified by age, in R 4.1.3. Figures were created in R
4.1.3.
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RESULTS

Between 2004 and 2019, 56,012 individuals who were non-Hispanic Black and 334,540
individuals who were non-Hispanic White were identified in CBTRUS data as having received a new
intracranial meningioma diagnosis. Beginning in the third decade of life (i.e., ages 20-29), the AAAIR
for meningioma was ~20% higher among individuals who are non-Hispanic Black than among
individuals who are non-Hispanic White (IRR=1.20; 95% CI: 1.12-1.29; P<0.0001) (Table 1). This
persisted throughout the lifespan, including among those ages 80+ (IRR=1.19; 95% CI: 1.16-1.22;
P<0.0001) (Figure 1). Interestingly, meningioma incidence was significantly lower among individuals
who are non-Hispanic Black as compared to those who are non-Hispanic White in the 0-9 year age
group (IRR=0.70; 95% CI: 0.50-0.96; P=0.024) and non-significantly lower in the 10-19 year age group
(IRR=0.91; 95% CI: 0.78-1.06; P=0.23). Overall, results indicate that the elevated risk of meningiomain
individuals who are non-Hispanic Black beginsin young adulthood, peaks in the 60-69 year age group
(IRR=1.29), and remains elevated into very old age. Importantly, these incidence patterns were robust to
stratification by radiologic versus histopathologic diagnosis (Supplementary Figure 1).

Among all 390,552 intracranial meningioma diagnoses in our dataset, 73.0% of cases were
diagnosed in females. We next evaluated the IRR in non-Hispanic Black individuals compared to non-
Hispanic White individuals, stratified by biological sex, both overall and across 10-year intervals of age
at diagnosis (Supplementary Table 1). Overall meningioma risk was significantly elevated in non-
Hispanic Black females compared to non-Hispanic White females (IRR=1.17; 95% ClI: 1.16-1.18;
P<0.0001). The magnitude of the meningioma risk associated with non-Hispanic Black race/ethnicity
was more pronounced among males (IRR=1.28; 95% CI: 1.26-1.30; P<0.0001), and inclusion of an
interaction term (race/ethnicity* sex) revealed the presence of statistically significant multiplicative
interaction (Pinteraction=0.001).

Within 10-year age intervals, we again observed that the elevated risk of meningiomain
individuals who are non-Hispanic Black compared to individuals who are non-Hispanic White begins
during young adulthood and persistsinto very old age, but also observed noteworthy differencesin these
age-specific risks across strata of sex (Figure 2). The magnitude of risk associated with non-Hispanic
Black race/ethnicity was generally larger among males than among females across age groups, in line
with results of the overall interaction analysis. Additional analyses reveal ed significant multiplicative
interaction between sex and race/ethnicity within several 10-year age intervals. Specifically, male sex
increased the magnitude of meningioma risk associated with non-Hispanic Black race/ethnicity among
each of four 10-year age intervals from 40 yearsto 79 years of age (Table 2, Figure 2). Regression
models containing interaction terms require that main effects and interactive effects be interpreted
jointly, and provide contrast estimates to aid in model interpretation (Supplementary Table 2).

Asimplied by interaction analyses, the largest sex-stratified IRR comparing non-Hispanic Black
individuals to non-Hispanic White individuals was observed among males, specifically in the 50-59 year
age group (IRR=1.45; 95% CI: 1.40-1.51; P<0.0001). The largest IRR comparing non-Hispanic Black
females to non-Hispanic White females was more modest and occurred earlier in the lifespan, anong the
20-29 year age group (IRR=1.25; 95% CI: 1.14-1.35; P<0.0001). The meningioma risk associated with
non-Hispanic Black race/ethnicity among females subsequently declined in the 30-39 year age group
(IRR=1.09; 95% CI: 1.04-1.14; P=0.0001), then trended upward in subsequent decades (Figure 2).
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Among all meningioma diagnoses in our dataset, 5.9% were classified as WHO grade 2 or grade
3. We next evaluated the IRR in non-Hispanic Black individuals compared to non-Hispanic White
individuals within 10-year intervals of age and stratified by WHO tumor grade (Figure 3,
Supplementary Table 3). Beginning in the third decade of life (ages 20-29), risk of grade 1
meningioma was significantly elevated in individuals who are non-Hispanic Black compared to
individuals who are non-Hispanic White (IRR=1.25; 95% CI: 1.16-1.33; P<0.0001). The largest non-
Hispanic Black to non-Hispanic White IRR for grade 1 meningioma occurred in the 50-59 year age
group (IRR=1.27; P<0.0001) and the 60-69 year age group (IRR=1.27; P<0.0001), but was only
modestly attenuated in the following decade of life (IRR=1.26; P<0.0001). In analyses of WHO grade 1
tumors, significant interaction between race/ethnicity and sex were again observed during each of four
10-year age intervals from 40 years to 79 years of age (Supplementary Figure 2).

Non-Hispanic Black race/ethnicity was associated with larger increases in risk of grade 2-3
meningiomathan observed for grade 1 meningioma (Figur e 3, Supplementary Table 3). A non-
significant increased risk of grade 2-3 tumors was observed in individuals who are non-Hispanic Black
compared to individuals who are non-Hispanic White in the 30-39 year age group (IRR=1.14; 95% ClI:
1.00-1.30; P=0.059). The magnitude of effect increased the following decade in the 40-49 year age
group (IRR=1.48; 95% ClI: 1.35-1.629; P<0.0001) and reached its zenith in the 60-69 year age group
(IRR=1.57; 95% CI: 1.46-1.69; P<0.0001). Although interaction analyses had reduced power in age-
stratified analyses of WHO grade 2-3 tumors, the IRR associated with non-Hispanic Black race/ethnicity
was generally larger in males than in females. Male sex and non-Hispanic Black race/ethnicity displayed
significant interaction in their associations with grade 2-3 meningioma risk during three different
decades of life, including synergistic interaction in the 10-19 and 50-59 year age groups and antagonistic
interaction in the 20-29 year age group (Supplementary Figure 2).

DISCUSSION

We present sixteen years of nationally-representative meningioma incidence data covering
99.9% of the U.S. population. Analysis of 390,552 meningioma diagnoses, including 56,012 individuals
who are non-Hispanic Black, reveals how race/ethnicity and biological sex jointly influence
meningioma risk across the lifespan. During the first decade of life, individuals who are non-Hispanic
Black have a significantly decreased risk of meningioma compared to individuals who are non-Hispanic
White. However, this relationship isinverted by the third decade of life and meningioma risk remains
elevated in African-Americans beyond eighty years of age. We further reveal that the effect of non-
Hispanic Black race/ethnicity on meningiomarisk is significantly modified by sex. Specifically, the
elevated meningiomarisk in non-Hispanic Black men relative to non-Hispanic White men is
significantly greater than the meningioma risk in non-Hispanic Black women relative to non-Hispanic
White women. Additionally, the increased risk of meningioma associated with non-Hispanic Black
race/ethnicity varies by WHO tumor grade and was highest for grade 2-3 tumors throughout adulthood.

That female sex and African-American race are associated with elevated meningioma incidence
aligns with prior research.>”** In partnership with state-level cancer registrars, CBTRUS data
comprehensively capture diagnoses in racial/ethnic minority populations and provides unparalleled
statistical power for investigating the interactive effects of sex and race/ethnicity within 10-year age
intervals. The large sample size, including >22,000 WHO grade 2-3 tumors, aso clarifies how the
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elevated incidence of higher-grade meningiomain non-Hispanic Black individuals relative to non-
Hispanic White individuals varies by sex and across the lifespan.

Higher-grade meningiomais a challenging clinical entity with poorly understood epidemiology
dueto its lower incidence than that of grade 1 meningioma. Prior epidemiologic research on
meningioma has grouped WHO grade 1 and WHO grade 2 tumors together for analyses, but this appears
inappropriate based on recent epigenomic and transcriptomic analyses revealing minimal molecular
overlap between grade 1 and grade 2 tumors, and greater overlap between grade 2 and grade 3
tumors.®*%!® The analyses presented here support this analytic approach, revealing that non-Hispanic
Black race/ethnicity is associated with an increased risk of grade 2-3 tumors that is also robust to
stratification by radiologic versus histopathologic diagnosis.

We previously demonstrated that females experience higher meningioma incidence than males
by the second decade of life, with the female-to-male IRR peaking at ~3.4 in the fifth decade of life,
then declining in subsequent decades.® Additionally, up 80% of meningioma tumors express
progesterone receptor and 40% express estrogen receptor.’”*° These epidemiologic and neuropathologic
data support a hypothesized hormonal etiology in meningioma tumorigenesis. Differencesin age- and
sex-stratified meningioma risk associated with non-Hispanic Black race/ethnicity areintriguing in the
context of racial/ethnic variation in hormonal regulation.

A body of prior research reveals that African-American girls experience earlier and more
accelerated pubertal maturation than non-Hispanic White girls, as indicated by younger ages at initiation
of pubarche, thelarche, and menarche.®® However, observed racial/ethnic differences in pubertal timing
arein the range of 6-18 months and are therefore unlikely to fully explain elevated meningiomarisk in
African-American women over 10-year age intervals, as observed in our study. These may, however,
partially explain theisolated peak in IRR observed in 20-29 year old femalesin Figure 2, which was
also the lone decade of life during which male sex displayed antagonistic interaction with non-Hispanic
Black race/ethnicity in analysis of grade 2-3 tumors. Importantly, the time interval between pubarche
and menarche also appears to vary by race/ethnicity.?’ These differencesin “pubertal tempo” may have
larger impacts on the incidence of hormonally-mediated neoplasms, including meningioma.

Measures of adiposity (e.g., body massindex (BMI), free fat mass, waist-hip ratio) affect serum
sex-hormone concentrations and are also validated meningiomarisk factors.”** Unfortunately, the
registry-based approach used in our analysisis unable to account for individual-level differencesin body
habitus and will require follow-up in datasets containing either electronic medical records or,
potentially, insurance claims. While the effect of race/ethnicity on meningioma risk waned in later
decades of life among both males and females, the drop was more precipitousin males. Whether thisis
biologically meaningful or potentially influenced by a more pronounced healthy survivor bias among
elderly men than elderly women will require alternative datasets and analytic approaches that
incorporate competing risks.

In addition to ionizing radiation exposure and elevated BMI, other modifiable/exogenous factors
conferring meningioma risk include cigarette smoking® and potentially airborne particulate pollution.?
Whether such environmental exposures could contribute to elevated meningioma incidence in African-
American individualsis unclear, asisthe possibility that such factors might operate by altering the
hormonal milieu, although menopause is known to occur earlier in smokers.?® Epidemiologic studies
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also indicate that age at menopause varies across racial/ethnic groups, with African-American women
experiencing menopause 6-12 months earlier than non-Hispanic White women.?® However, other large
studies attribute observed racial/ethnic differences in menopause timing to geography, with the effect of
race/ethnicity disappearing after adjustment for regional variation within the U.S.%’ If environmental
exposures contribute to the elevated meningioma incidence observed among African-American
individuals, it suggests that such risk factors are likely to be distributed differently across U.S.
racial/ethnic groups and to be more prevalent where African-Americans constitute a greater proportion
of the local/regional population.

Our study has several important limitations. First, meningioma cases in this analysisinclude
radiologic diagnoses and molecular diagnoses. Completeness of data collection for radiologic diagnosis
of non-malignant brain tumors varies by state and could contribute to regional variation in meningioma
incidence. Further, amodest subset of patients had ICD-O-3 site code C70.9 (meninges not otherwise
specified), and thus a small number of individuals included in analysis may have extracranial (i.e.,
spinal) meningioma. Molecular biomarkers have only recently been incorporated into the WHO
classification of meningioma (e.g., CDKN2A loss) and are not yet availablein CBTRUS data.® Finally,
the latency period between exposures and meningioma development is likely to differ across strata of
tumor grade,”® and this may affect how age-stratified incidence rates are interpreted.

While meningioma can be managed without neurosurgical intervention in the mgjority of
patients, a sizeable minority require aggressive therapy.”® Thereis currently no reliable method to
determine meningioma grade in the preoperative setting, which represents amajor gap in neuro-
oncology practice.® While less invasive approaches to determine meningioma grade are emerging,
the population-based data presented here indicate that both liquid biopsy and radiomic-based approaches
could be improved by incorporating demographic data elements such as age, sex, and race/ethnicity.
Such improvements in discriminative ability have the potential to improve clinical care by minimizing
both under-treatment and over-treatment of meningioma. Further research will be needed to trandate
these findings into cohorts of molecularly-classified meningioma and to explore the contributions of
environmental risk factorsto racial disparitiesin their incidence.

30-32
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TABLES

Table 1. Total cases, average annual age-adjusted incidence rate (AAAIR), incidence rate ratio (IRR),
and 95% confidence interval (Cl) for meningioma by 10-year age intervals (CBTRUS: Data provided by
CDC’s National Program of Cancer Registries and NCI’s Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results
Program, 2004-2019).

Age at Diagnosis

0-9

10-19

20-29

30-39

40-49

50-59

60-69

70-79

80+

'Rates are per 100,000 population and are age-adjusted to the 2000 US standard population.
Abbreviations: CBTRUS, Central Brain Tumor Registry of the United States.

Race/Ethnicity

White non-Hispanic

Black non-Hispanic

White non-Hispanic

Black non-Hispanic

White non-Hispanic

Black non-Hispanic

White non-Hispanic

Black non-Hispanic

White non-Hispanic

Black non-Hispanic

White non-Hispanic

Black non-Hispanic

White non-Hispanic

Black non-Hispanic

White non-Hispanic

Black non-Hispanic

White non-Hispanic

Black non-Hispanic

Total
(2004-2019)

247

48

895

220

3,641

1,072

13,245

3,287

33,110

7,579

58,508

12,230

76,367

13,073

76,676

10,811

71,851

7,692

AAAIR
(95% Cl)

0.07 (0.06-0.08)

0.05 (0.04-0.07)

0.23 (0.21-0.24)

0.21 (0.18-0.24)

0.91 (0.88-0.94)

1.10 (1.03-1.16)

3.4 (3.38-3.50)

3.89 (3.76-4.02)

7.31(7.23-7.39)

8.65 (8.46-8.85)

12.11 (12.02-12.21)

15.47 (15.19-15.751)

20.55 (20.40-20.69)

26.52 (26.07-26.98)

33.34 (33.11-33.58)

42.34 (41.54-43.15)

46.96 (46.61-47.30)

55.94 (54.69-57.20)

IRR (95% CI)

REF.

0.70 (0.50-0.96)

REF.

0.91 (0.78-1.06)

REF.

1.20 (1.12-1.29)

REF.

1.13 (1.09-1.18)

REF.

1.18 (1.15-1.21)

REF.

1.28 (1.25-1.30)

REF.

1.29 (1.27-1.32)

REF.

1.27 (1.24-1.30)

REF.

1.19 (1.16-1.22)

P-value

0.0241

0.2262

<0.0001

<0.0001

<0.0001

<0.0001

<0.0001

<0.0001

<0.0001
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Table 2. Meningioma incidence rate ratios (IRR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) for the joint effects of sex, race/ethnicity, and their interactions

from Poisson regression models stratified by 10-year age intervals (CBTRUS:. Data provided by CDC’s National Program of Cancer Registries and z

NCI’s Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results Program, 2004-2019). g

<

2

Age 0-9 Age 10-19 Age 20-29 Age 30-39 Age 40-49 Age 50-59 Age 60-69 Age 70-79 Age 80+ k.

IRR| 95% ClI P IRR | 95% CI P IRR | 95% CI P IRR 95% CI P IRR | 95% CI P IRR | 95% ClI P IRR| 95% CI P IRR | 95% CI P IRR | 95% CI P %

Age 0.99]0.95-1.03| 0.7 1.15[1.13-1.18[<0.001| 1.15 [ 1.14-1.17 [<0.001[ 1.11 | 1.10-1.12 [<0.001] 1.06 | 1.06-1.07 [<0.001] 1.05 | 1.04-1.05 |<0.0011.06(1.06-1.07|<0.001| 1.04 [1.04-1.04|<0.001| 1.04 [1.04-1.04|<0.001p

Male Sex 0.87|0.68-1.12| 0.3 |0.85)|0.74-0.97| 0.013 | 0.55 | 0.51-0.59 |<0.001| 0.33 | 0.32-0.35 |<0.001| 0.29 | 0.28-0.29 |<0.001| 0.34 | 0.33-0.34 |<0.001|0.43]|0.42-0.44|<0.001] 0.51 |0.50-0.52|<0.001| 0.62 |0.61-0.64|<0.001%:

Non-Hispanic Black|0.49|0.29-0.79 | 0.005 {0.92 |0.75-1.12| 0.4 |1.24|1.14-1.35|<0.001|1.09 | 1.05-1.14 |<0.001|1.11 [1.08-1.14|<0.001|1.18 | 1.16-1.21 |<0.001|1.22|1.19-1.24<0.001/1.20|1.17-1.22<0.001|1.17|1.14-1.20 <0.0018
race/ethnicity

Male sex * Non- 1.86(0.99-3.56 | 0.057 |0.97|0.72-1.31| 0.8 |0.88|0.76-1.02| 0.089 | 1.02 | 0.94-1.12 0.6 [1.17|1.10-1.24 |<0.001|1.22|1.17-1.28 {[<0.001|1.11{1.07-1.16(<0.001|{1.10|1.05-1.15<0.001{0.97|0.92-1.03| 0.3 :;

Hispanic Black 157

race/ethnicity ®
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Figure 1. Non-Hispanic Black to non-Hispanic White incidence rate ratios (IRRs) and 95% confidence
intervals (Cl) for meningioma, by 10-year age group at diagnosis (CBTRUS: Data provided by CDC's
National Program of Cancer Registries and NCI’s Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results
Program, 2004-2019).
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Figure 2. Non-Hispanic Black to non-Hispanic White incidence rate ratios (IRRs) and 95% confidence
intervals (Cl) for meningioma, by 10-year age group at diagnosis and stratified by biological sex.
Asterisks denote statistically significant interaction (P<0.05) in the meningioma risk associated with
race/ethnicity among males compared to females (CBTRUS: Data provided by CDC’s National Program
of Cancer Registries and NCI’'s Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results Program, 2004-2019).
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* Race/ethnicity and sex interaction was significant with p-value<0.05
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Figure 3. Non-Hispanic Black to non-Hispanic White incidence rate ratios (IRRs) and 95% confidence
intervals (Cl) for meningioma, by 10-year age group at diagnosis and stratified by central nervous
system (CNS) WHO grade (CBTRUS: Data provided by CDC'’ s National Program of Cancer Registries
and NCI’s Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results Program, 2004-2019).
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