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Abstract

Background: Primary hyperparathyroidism (PHPT) is characterized by overactive parathyroid
glands. Renal stones (RS) are a common complication of PHPT and is associated with increased
morbidity. However, the risk factors for RS in PHPT are not well-established and the latest
international PHPT guideline highlights the need for further research into this area.

Objective: We am to summarize and meta-analyze the existing evidence on prespecified risk
factors associated with RS in adults with PHPT.

Methods and Analysis. We will search MEDLINE, EMBASE, and Cochrane Central from
inception. Two independent reviewers will screen studies and include prospective/retrospective
cohort, case-control, and cross-sectional designs in adults (>18 years) with PHPT. Randomized
trials, conference abstracts, case reports, and commentaries will be excluded. Two reviewers will
independently extract data on population characteristics, risk factors, RS outcomes, and assess
risk of bias using the Quality in Prognostic Studies tool. A random-effects model will be used to
pool odds ratios. We will separately pool adjusted (primary analyses) and unadjusted odds ratios
(secondary analyses) with their corresponding 95% confidence intervals. Certainty will be
evaluated with the Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development, and Evaluation
framework. Heterogeneity will be assessed using the 12 statistic and publication bias will be
evaluated with funnel plots.

Discussion: Early identification of patients with PHPT at high risk for RS can facilitate the
implementation of preventive strategies and reduce morbidity. Furthermore, recognizing these
risk factors can assist clinicians in prioritizing treatment for those at higher risk, ultimately

improving patient outcomes.
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68 Protocol registration: The protocol was registered in PROSPERO on November 14, 2024
69 (registration ID: CRD42024608180).
70  Funding: No source of financial funding was used.
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111 Heading: INTRODUCTION & OBJECTIVES

112  Sub-heading: 1. Introduction

113  Primary hyperparathyroidism (PHPT) is characterized by elevated serum parathyroid hormone
114 (PTH) levels and consequent disruption of calcium metabolism (1, 2). The resulting
115 hypercalcemia can lead to several serious complications, including renal stones (RS), rena
116 failure, and osteoporosis (3). PHPT affects roughly 600,000 Canadians (2, 3). An estimated 40%
117  of patients with PHPT develop RS, a complication associated with severe pain leading to
118 frequent emergency department (ED) visits, a 1.4-fold increased mortality risk, and a 2.3-fold
119  higher risk of renal failure (4, 5). In many countries, the direct costs of RS management and lost
120  work productivity is estimated to total billions of dollars annually (6, 7).

121 PHPT treatment guidelines recommend reserving curative treatment, parathyroidectomy,
122  for patients at high risk of complications, such as RS (8-10). Early identification of patients with
123 PHPT a high risk of developing RS has important implications for optimizing monitoring
124  schedules, implementing preventative strategies and prioritizing parathyroidectomy (11-15).
125  Although multiple systematic reviews have examined RS risk factors in the general population,
126  their applicability to PHPT is uncertain, given that this population experiences disease-specific
127  changesin calcium metabolism (16-19). For instance, older age, male sex, and hypercalciuria are
128  commonly recognized risk factorsin broader RS literature, but whether these factors have similar
129 associations in individuals with PHPT is unclear (18). Equally important is whether PHPT-
130  specific drivers of incident or recurrent RS—such as excessively high serum calcium or PTH—
131  operate independently or in conjunction with known risk factors from the general population (16,
132 20, 21). Most evidence to date has focused on the hallmark biochemical features of PHPT (i.e.,

133  serum calcium and PTH levels) and patient demographic characteristics such as age and sex (16,
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134 20, 21). However, findings across studies have been inconsistent (21); while some studies
135 suggested that RS risk is associated with younger age, higher serum calcium and higher urine
136  calcium, other studies did not replicated these findings (16, 22-27). Studies which found different
137 RSrisk factorsin PHPT compared to the general population suggest that RS risk profilein PHPT
138 isunique (21, 24, 27).

139 Further complicating our understanding, emerging data suggest that serum vitamin D
140 levels may aso play arolein RS risk among patients with PHPT (28, 29). Vitamin D deficiency
141  iscommon in patients with PHPT and maintaining normal vitamin D levels are essential for bone
142  health (30). Vitamin D has been associated with higher risk of RS.(29) Conversdly, as vitamin D
143  intake increases calcium absorption, it may exacerbate hypercalcemia and hypercalciuriain some
144  patients, potentially increasing RS risk (28).

145 Recognizing these knowledge gaps, the latest international PHPT guideline highlights
146 “[renal] stonerisk” as a research priority, underscoring the need to establish evidence-based risk
147  stratification in this population (13). We therefore aim conduct a systematic review and meta-
148 analysis to consolidate and critically appraise the available evidence on the association of six a
149  priori defined risk factors—age, sex, urine calcium, serum calcium, serum PTH and serum
150 vitamin D—with both incident and recurrent RS in PHPT. Although a narrative review in 2011
151 summarized the RS risk factors in PHPT, no systematic review or meta-analysis has been
152  conducted on this topic (21). By integrating data from a broad range of study designs and
153 settings, we aim to provide a clearer understanding of which patients with PHPT are most
154 susceptible to RS development, ultimately informing clinical decision-making.

155 Sub-heading: 2. Objectives
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156  The primary objective of our review is to summarize and meta-analyze the existing evidence on
157 the association of five risk factors (sex, age, serum calcium, urine calcium, and PTH) with both
158 incident (new) or recurrent RS development among adults (>18 years old) with PHPT in
159 outpatient or inpatient settings up to 10 years before or after PHPT diagnosis. For each risk
160 factor, the comparator will be an alternative category of the risk factor. The secondary objective
161  will include evaluating the association of these six risk factors with recurrent RS development.

162 Heading: METHODS

163  Sub-heading: 3. Study Design

164  Our systematic review will be conducted in accordance with the guidelines outlined in the
165 Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of Interventions (31). This protocol was developed
166 following the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA)
167 2015 checklist (S1. Appendix) (32) and was registered with PROSPERO: an international
168 prospective register of systematic reviews on November 14, 2024 (registration ID:
169 CRD42024608180) (33). Data screening has been completed. Data extraction is estimated to be
170  completed by March-April 2025 and complete results are expected by April-May 2025. The final
171  systematic review will follow the PRISM A-2020 reporting guidelines (34).

172  Sub-heading: 4. Eligibility Criteria and Outcomes

173  Sub-sub-heading Study Type

174 We will include full-length peer-reviewed prospective cohort, retrospective cohort, case-control,
175 and cross-sectional studies. For cohort studies, the starting point (time 0) will be the diagnosis of
176  PHPT, with follow-up measuring the development of RS. We will not restrict the time duration
177 between PHPT diagnosis and RS development as our primary outcome is RS occurrence

178 irrespective of the time of PHPT diagnosis. Additionally, we will not apply any language,
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179  geographic or time restrictions to the search. Google Trandate will be used to trandate non-
180 English studies if necessary (35). Studies will have to report sufficient data to allow for directly
181  or indirectly estimating odds ratios (OR), relative risks (RR), or hazard ratios (HR) with 95%
182  confidenceintervals (Cls) for at least one of the predefined risk factors.

183  We will exclude studies that only include paediatric patients (<18 years old), case series (i.e.,
184 those with no quantitative data or fewer than five patients), case reports, commentaries,
185 editorials, non-human studies, review articles, and conference abstracts. Clinical trials will aso
186 be excluded to avoid the potential for random allocation obscuring the association between the
187  risk factorsand RS (36).

188  Sub-sub-heading: Participants. Adults (>18 years old) with symptomatic or asymptotic PHPT
189  will beincluded. Studies presenting data for both adults and children will only be included if the
190 relevant data are presented separately for adults. The diagnostic criteria for PHPT will be based
191 on internationally recognized standards (13, 37). As most guidelines exclude normocalcemic
192 PHPT in the forma definition of PHPT, we will exclude these patients (13, 37). Studies
193  presenting data on both hypercalcemic and normocalcemic PHPT patients will only be included
194 if the data for these groups are reported separately. We will also exclude data obtained after
195 parathyroidectomy to avoid its confounding effect on RS risk. Studies that include patients who
196 have undergone parathyroidectomy will only be considered if they report relevant data collected
197  before the procedure (12).

198  Sub-sub-heading: Index prognostic factor: Studies must include at least one of the following
199  avpriori risk factors: 1- age, 2- sex, 3- urinary calcium, 4- serum calcium, 5- serum PTH, 6-serum

200 vitaminD.
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201  Sub-sub-heading: Comparator: For each risk factor, the comparator will be patients in an
202  alternative category of therisk factor.

203  Sub-sub-heading: Outcome: 1) The primary outcome will be incident and recurrent RS
204  development during any time frame relative to PHPT diagnosis. This outcome will provide a
205 comprehensive assessment of RS burden in PHPT, capturing both new and recurrent RS events
206 to characterize the full spectrum of RS. The lack of established risk factors and systematic
207 reviewsin this area underscores the need for robust data on the overall risk and natural history of
208 RSin PHPT (15, 38-40). 2) The secondary outcomes will be recurrent RS development. Given
209 that prior RS are a strong predictor of recurrence, clinicians often adopt more intensive
210 management for these patients, including closer monitoring and higher likelihood of
211  parathyroidectomy (39, 41). Focusing on recurrent RS will clarify whether a "one-size-fits-all"
212  approaches to RS risk factors are adequate or if tailored prevention strategies are required for
213  these higher-risk patients. 3) As an exploratory outcome, we will assess the mean difference of
214  continuous risk factors between RS and no-RS groups to provide a clinically meaningful
215 interpretation (42, 43). The definition of RS will be based on internationally recognized
216  standards, primarily based on the presence of symptoms or radiographic findings (7, 44, 45).

217  Sub-sub-heading: Timing: We will assess RS occurrence within a 10-year window before or
218  after PHPT diagnosis as reported in the included studies. This 10-year period is standard in RS
219 risk studies, effectively balancing the capture of relevant clinical outcomes with the
220  minimization of confounding factors (25, 46, 47).

221  Sub-sub-heading: Setting: Any healthcare (e.g., inpatient, outpatient), geographic (e.g., urban,
222  rurad), and study-specific (e.g., Sngle-centre, population based) will be included.

223  Sub-heading: 5. I nfor mation Sour ces
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224  The following online databases will be searched from their inception: Medline (OVID interface,
225 1946 onwards), Embase (OVID interface, 1947 onwards), and Cochrane Central Register of
226  Controlled Trials (Wiley interface, current issue). References of all eligible articles will be
227 reviewed for additional studies meeting the eligibility criteria (backward citation searching) (48).
228 Databases containing grey literature will not be searched as our focus is on peer-reviewed
229  studies.

230 Sub-heading: 6. Search Strategy

231 Literature search strategies will be developed using a combination of subject headings (MeSH,
232 EMTREE) and keywords. Database searches will be conducted with the aid of an experienced
233  hedlth information librarian. Two concepts will be included: 1- primary hyperparathyroidism,
234  and 2- RS. These two concepts will then be combined using the “AND” operator to obtain final
235  search results. We will limit the search to only studies involving human subjects and will not
236  apply any language restrictions.

237 A preiminary search strategy is provided in S2. appendix.

238 Sub-heading: 7. Study Records

239  Sub-sub-heading: 7.a. Data Management

240  All citations from the literature search will be imported into Covidence and duplicate studies will
241  be removed (49). Following the completion of screening, a PRISMA flow diagram will be
242  generated using Covidence (50).

243  Sub-sub-heading: 7.b. Selection Process

244 Two reviewers will independently screen titles and abstracts of studies uploaded in Covidence,
245  applying prespecified eigibility criteria. The full texts of studies deemed potentialy relevant will

246  then be independently reviewed for inclusion in the final analysis by the same reviewers.
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247 Reasons for excluding studies will be recorded. Reviewers will resolve disagreements by
248  discussion, and a third reviewer will adjudicate the unresolved disagreements. A calibration
249 exercise involving a small sample of studies (e.g., three) will be conducted before screening
250 begins to ensure consistency and refine eligibility criteria. Reviewers will not be blinded to
251  journal titles, study authors or institutions.

252  Sub-sub-heading; 7.c. Data Extraction

253 For each included study, two reviewers will extract data independently and in duplicates
254  and record the datain standardized data collection tables in Microsoft Excel. These tables will be
255  organized in the recommended PICOTS format for prognostic studies (patient, index prognostic
256  factor, comparator prognostic factor, outcome, time and setting) (51), and will initially be piloted
257  on three studies to allow necessary adjustments for accuracy and completeness. The tables will
258  be created using a modified version of the checklist for critical appraisal and data extraction for
259 systematic reviews of prediction modelling studies for prognostic factors (CHARM S-PF)(52,
260 53). Reviewers will compare the collected data, resolve disagreements by discussion, and athird
261 reviewer will adjudicate the unresolved disagreements.

262 Sub-heading: 8. Data ltems

263  We will record the following data from the included studies where available: 1-Basic study
264  details: first author’s last name, publication year, study design, country of origin, sample size,
265  setting, data sources (e.g., sdlf-report, chart review, administrative data), follow-up duration, and
266  loss to follow-up, funding sources. 2- Patient Demographics. age and sex. 3- Biochemical Risk
267  Factors: 24-hour urine calcium, total serum calcium, serum ionized calcium, serum PTH, 25-
268  hydroxy vitamin D, and 1-25 dihydroxy vitamin D. Units of measurement for all biochemical

269 variables and the time at which the patient demographics and the biochemical risk factors were

10
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270  assessed in relation to RS development will be recorded. 4- Clinical History: time of PHPT
271 diagnosisin relation to RS development, and criteria for PHPT diagnosis. 5- Outcome M easures.
272  Presence of RS (Specify if RS are incident or recurrent), criteria for RS diagnosis. 6- Other
273 Reevant Clinical Information: osteoporosis and treatment with calcium supplement (S3.
274  Appendix).

275 Whenever available, we will extract adjusted and unadjusted OR, RR, or HR, and their
276  measures of variance. If these measures of association are not available, the relevant descriptive
277  satigtics (e.g., mean, median) will be recorded to estimate the unadjusted OR (54, 55). We will
278  aso record the variables used to adjust for each risk factor. We will collect data on all a priori
279  defined risk factors and outcome-compatible information, regardless of RS definition or timing
280 of RS diagnosis. We will convert data from different studies into consistent units of
281  measurement to ensure uniformity.

282  Sub-sub-heading: Missing Data

283 In cases of missing or unclear data, authors will be contacted up to two times, allowing two
284  weeks for a response per attempt. If no responses are received regarding essential study
285 digibility criteria, the study will be excluded (56). Similarly, if essential data required for
286 analysis are not obtained, the study will be excluded from the relevant analysis but will
287  contribute to the descriptive analyses (57).

288  Sub-heading: 9. Quality Appraisal

289  Two reviewers will independently assess each risk factor's risk of bias using the Quality in
290 Prognostic Studies (QUIPS) tool. Reviewers will resolve disagreements through discussion, and
291 athird reviewer will adjudicate the unresolved disagreements. This tool evaluates six domains:

292  study participation, study attrition, prognostic factor measurement, outcome measurement, study

11
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293 confounding, and statistical analysis and reporting (58). Each domain will. be rated as high,
294  moderate, or low risk of bias (58). This tool will be initially piloted using three randomly
295 sdlected studies to confirm consistency across reviewers. A study will be deemed low risk
296 oveall if al domains are rated as low risk. Conversely, it will be considered high risk if at least
297 onedomain is rated high. Any ratings between these categories will be rated as moderate risk of
298 bias (59, 60). Traffic-light plotswill be generated using R- Version 4.4.1.

299 Sub-heading: 10. Data Synthesis

300 We will conduct meta-analyses on all prespecified risk factors and outcomes reported by
301 at least two studies, using the generic inverse variance method within arandom-effects model to
302  account for between-study heterogeneity (61, 62). To ensure robust estimation of uncertainty in
303 theoverdl effect size, the Hartung-Knapp-Sidik-Jonkman adjustment will be applied when at
304 least four studies areincluded in the meta-analysis (63). When fewer than four studies are

305 available, the Wald method will be used instead (64). The restricted maximum likelihood method
306  will be used to estimate between-study variance (65). Between-study heterogeneity will be

307  assessed by visualy inspecting forest plots for overlapping point estimates and Cls, and formally
308 evaluated using the chi-square test and 12 statistic (66). Forest plots, summary effect measures
309 with 95% confidence intervals (Cls), and prediction intervals will be generated using R Version
310 44.1.

311 Sub-sub-heading: Primary Analysis

312  Wewill meta-analyze adjusted risk factors. We will report summary adjusted odds ratios (aORs)
313  with 95% Clsfor the association with RS. We will pool all adjusted risk factors regardless of the
314  adjustment variables, without requiring a minimum set of adjustment factors (55). We have

315 chosen thisapproach for This approach to pooling adjusted effect estimates irrespective of the

12
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316  specific covariatesis chosen for two primary reasons. 1) Therisk factors and confounders for
317 renal stonesin PHPT are not well-established(67). Consequently, we expect the included studies
318 tovary widely in the variables they adjust for. Pooling all adjusted estimates allows us to capture
319 at least the effect of partial confounding control (68, 69). 2) Given the lack of established risk
320 factors, our priority is establishing the direction of risk factors with adequate precision.

321 Maximizing the number of studiesin the meta-analysis enhances the precision of effect

322  estimates. Previous systematic reviews on prognostic factors have adopted smilar approaches
323 (21,55, 70, 71).

324  Sub-sub-heading: Secondary Analysis

325 We will examine the unadjusted risk factors. For these, we will estimate summary
326 unadjusted odds ratios (UORs) with 95% Cls for the association with RS (72), using the
327  following stepwise approach: 1) Direct Use of Unadjusted ORs: If unadjusted ORs are reported
328 by the study, these will be directly used in the meta-analysis. 2) Conversion of Relative
329 Measures: If studies report relative risk (RR) or hazard ratio (HR), HR will equated to RR, and
330 these measures will be converted to OR.(55, 73) 3) Calculating ORs from Regression
331 Coefficients: When regression coefficients are reported without confidence intervals (Cl), ORs
332 and their variances will be calculated using the regression coefficients and p-values from logistic
333  or linear regression.(74) If regression coefficients and Cls are reported, ORs will be calculated
334 using the formula: OR= e"beta, where e= 2.718 and J is the regression coefficient (74, 75). 4)
335 Calculating ORs from Cox Regression and Kaplan-Meier Curves. When direct reporting is
336  absent, we will use the number of events and the p-values from reported analyses such as log-
337 rank tests or Cox regressions (54, 76). If only Kaplan-Meier curves are reported with no

338 available HR, we will reconstruct the raw time-to-event data from Kaplan-Meier curves and use

13
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this data to estimate the HR (77). 5) Deriving ORs from 2x2 Tables: If no measures of
association are described but categories of arisk factor in relation to RS are reported, a 2x2 table
will be constructed to calculate the OR. 6) Tertile Approach for Continuous Variables. If
neither measures of association nor categorical data are available, continuous variables will be
analyzed by assuming a normal distribution (55, 78). Using the mean and standard deviation
(SD), we will create three groups (tertiles) in R Version 4.4.1 and calculate the OR for the
highest third versus the lowest third of each prognostic factor (55, 70, 79, 80). When only
median and interquartile range (IQR) are reported, these values will be converted to mean and
SD (79). If means and SDs are reported per group, data will be combined using the approach
suggested in the Cochrane Handbook (81). Studies will be excluded if measures of variance are
unavailable (82).

To ensure the assumption of normality and avoid unstable tertile conversions, we will
apply the following criteria. A study will be included in the tertile analysisif at least two of the
following three criteria were met: 1) Minimum number of participants in each group >20 (83). 2)
Coefficient of variation (CV) between 0.12 and 0.6 for both groups (84-87). 3) Maximum group
size imbalance: ratio of the larger group to the smaller group <4:1 (88). A study will be excluded
if any of the following criteriaare present: 1) Number of participants in the smallest group <5. 2)
CV <0.1 or >0.95, and 3) Ratio of the larger to the smallest group >20:1. These criteria were
derived from the principles outlined in the Cochrane Handbook, relevant methodology papers,
and analogous statistical literature to ensure the robustness of the tertile-based cal culations (66,

81, 87, 89).

14
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360 If a study provides both adjusted and unadjusted effect sizes for arisk factor, we will
361 only usethe adjusted effect size in analysis. Additionally, we will report the mean differences
362  between groups with and without RS for each continuous prognostic factor.

363 Sub-sub-heading: Studieswith Overlapping Populations

364  All included studies will be described in the patient characteristics table and their datawill be
365  used for descriptive analyses. However, to avoid potential bias and inflation of the statistical
366 significance due to data duplication, only one study from each set of studies with overlapping
367  populations will beincluded in the meta-analysis. Overlapping populations will be identified
368  based on a careful examination of author information (including affiliations), the time period of
369 patient recruitment, and, if available, details of the study setting (e.g., specific hospitals or

370 clinics). When overlapping populations are identified, we will select the study with the largest
371 samplesize, assuming the smaller sampleis asubset of the larger study (81, 90, 91).

372  Sub-sub-heading: Biochemical Risk Factors

373  Serum total calcium and serum ionized calcium will be included in the same unadjusted odds
374  ratio meta-analysis using the tertile approach. If a study reports both ionized and total calcium,
375 onlyionized calcium will be used, asit is considered a more accurate measure (92). Smilarly,
376  theuOR for 25-hydroxy vitamin D and 1-25 dihydroxy vitamin D will be meta-analyzed together
377  and 25-hydroxy vitamin D will be prioritized over 1-25 dihydroxy vitamin D if both are

378 availablein astudy, as 25-hydroxy vitamin D represents a more accurate measure of body’s

379  vitamin D stores (93-95).

380 For the analysis of mean differences in biochemical factors between patients with and
381  without RS, serum total calcium and serum ionized calcium will be analyzed separately.

382 However, asingle certainty of evidence recommendation will be provided for both, asthey
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383  represent closely related clinical concepts and because this analysisis exploratory (96). The same
384  analytic approach will be employed for mean differences and certainty of evidence reporting for
385  25-hydroxy vitamin D and 1-25 dihydroxy vitamin D.

386 Sub-Heading: 11. Subgroup Analyses and M eta-r egr ession

387 Sub-sub-heading: Subgroup Analyses:

388  To assess heterogeneity, we will conduct the following subgroup analyses:

389 1. By Presence of Osteoporosis. Studies with >20% will be compared with those with
390 <20% of participants having osteoporosis (cutoff chosen based on global prevalence)(97).
391 We expect a stronger association between risk factors and RS in patients with
392 osteoporosis (98).

393 2. By Study Design: Cohort and case-control will be compared with cross-sectional
394 studies. We expect a stronger association in cross-sectional studies as they tend to have
395 higher bias (99, 100).

396 3. By treatment with thiazide diuretics. within patients treated with thiazide diuretics, we
397 expect weaker association between the risk factors and RS as thiazide diuretics lower
398 urinary calcium and potentially RSrisk (101).

399 Sub-sub-heading: M eta-r egression

400 1. By mean serum calcium in each study: We hypothesize that the magnitude of the
401 association between the risk factors and RS will be weaker in studies with higher mean
402 serum calcium levels. This is because, at higher average serum calcium levels within a
403 study population, hypercalcemia is likely to be a more dominant factor in stone
404 formation, potentially overshadowing the influence of other risk factors(102, 103).
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405 2. By proportion of females in each study: We hypothesize that the magnitude of the
406 association between other risk factors and RS will be weaker in studies with a smaller
407 difference in the proportion of females between the RS and no-RS groups. This indirect
408 assessment is based on the assumption that a smaller difference in the proportion of
409 females between the groups might reflect a population where sex-related factors play a
410 less prominent role in modifying the influence of other risk factors on rena stone
411 formation (104).

412  Sub-sub-heading: Evaluating the Credibility of Subgroup & Meta-regression Analyses

413  Two reviewers will independently grade the credibility of each subgroup effect in duplicate
414  using the Instrument for the Credibility of Effect Modification Analyses (ICEMAN) criteria
415 (105). Disagreements will be resolved through discussion between the reviewers and the third
416 reviewer will adjudicate unresolved disagreements. Credibility ratings will be provided assigned
417 asfollows: 1- Very Low: al responses are "definitely no" or "probably no. 2- Low: at least two
418 responses are "definitely no." 3-Moderate: one "definitely no" or two "probably no" responses. 4-
419  High: no responses are "definitely no" or "probably no” (106).

420 Sub-heading: 12. Sensitivity Analyses

421  To confirm the robustness of our findings, we will conduct the following sensitivity analyses: 1)
422  To assess the effect of consistent covariate selection, we will only include studies that adjust for
423  at least serum calcium and either age or sex. 2) To examine the influence of study design, we
424 will restrict the analysis to cohort and case-control studies, as these designs allow for stronger
425  inferences about associations compared to cross-sectional studies (107). 3) To evaluate the
426  impact of risk of bias, we will restrict to studies with low or moderate risk of bias. If aclinically

427 significant difference is found between the primary or secondary analysis and their
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428  corresponding senditivity analyses, we will present the primary anaysis and rate down the
429  certainty of evidence.

430 Sub-heading: 13. Reporting Bias

431  For analyses including >10 studies, we will conduct a primary assessment using funnel plots, the
432  trim-and-fill method, Egger’ s test for continuous variables, and the Harbord test for dichotomous
433  variables (108-110). To complement these assessments, a secondary assessment will be
434  performed using the Doi plot and Luis Furuya-Kanamori (LFK) index, with values within £1
435 interpreted as indicative of no asymmetry (111, 112). In instances where the primary and
436 secondary assessments yielded discrepant results, Begg's test will be employed to provide
437  additional clarification (113, 114). The final determination of publication bias will be based on
438 the consensus of multiple analyses, prioritizing methods with greater sensitivity and reliability
439 for the specific context (110, 115-117). For analyses with < 10 studies, formal assessments of
440  publication bias will not be conducted due to limited statistical power. Instead, publication bias
441  will be considered “unlikely” if small-study effects are improbable, based on the
442  comprehensiveness of the search strategy and expert knowledge (109, 110, 118).

443  Sub-heading: 14. Confidence in Cumulative Evidence

444  Two independent reviewers will assess the overall quality of evidence for each risk factor's
445  association with the outcomes using the Grading of Recommendations Assessment,

446  Development, and Evaluation (GRADE) framework (119). The assessment will be adapted to
447  aign with GRADE recommendations for prognostic factor studies (120).

448 Sub-heading: 15. Ethics Approval and Consent to Participate
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449  We plan to conduct a systematic review and meta-analysis which will use datafrom previously
450  published studies and will not collect new data from participants. Therefore, ethics approval and
451  consent to participate will not be required.

452 Heading: DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION

453  Findings will be disseminated through presentations at scientific meetings and published through
454 @t least one peer-reviewed manuscript.

455 Heading: DISCUSSION

456  To our knowledge, this is the first systematic review and meta-analysis designed to synthesize
457 and quantify the existing evidence on key risk factors for RS in the setting of PHPT. By
458  addressing the unigue demographic and metabolic factors specific to PHPT, this study aims to
459  resolve inconsistencies in the literature and identify PHPT-specific risk factors that may differ
460 from those in the general population. Identifying these risk factors will enable clinicians to more
461  effectively risk-stratify patients with PHPT, facilitating targeted preventive measures, closer
462  monitoring, and timely parathyroidectomy for high-risk individuals. Ultimately, this could
463  reduce the burden of RS, including emergency department visits, rena failure, and associated
464  hedlthcare costs (4-7, 11, 12).

465  Sub-heading: Limitations

466  We anticipate that many relevant studies will use a cross-sectional design. While combining
467  cross-sectional, cohort, and case-control studiesin the meta-analysis will enhance precision by
468  increasing the number of included studies (121), the lack of atemporal component in cross-

469  sectional studieswill limit our ability to determine whether these risk factors serve as predictors.
470  To address thislimitation, we will conduct sensitivity analyses restricted to cohort and case-

471  control studies. Additionally, pooling adjusted estimates that include different covariates will
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augment the overall sample size but reduce direct comparability of summary estimates between
studies and complicate interpretation of effect size magnitude (54, 122, 123). To address these
limitations, we will conduct sensitivity analyses restricted to studies adjusting for key
confounders.
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