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Supplementary Table: Magnetic resonance imaging angiography (MRA) and 

digital subtraction angiography (DSA) results in 31 patients* 

MRA measurement (mm) Aneurysm or not according to DSA  

1.21 NO 

1.45 NO 

1.96 NO 

2.26 NO 

2.51 NO 

2.77 YES 

2.97 NO 

2.98 YES 

3.24 YES 

3.49 NO 

3.52 YES 

3.75 YES 

3.91 YES 

4.02 YES 

4.27 YES 

4.92 YES 

4.94 NO 

4.97 YES 

4.99 YES 

5.47 YES 

5.95 YES 

5.98 YES 

6.45 YES 

6.98 YES 

8.37 YES 

8.40 YES 

8.41 YES 

9.43 YES 

9.97 YES 

13.50 YES 

15.40 YES 

 

* DSA threshold of 3.0 mm used to define presence or absence of aneurysm. We extracted data for 

MRA and DSA from Figure 4B, Mallouhi et al
4
 using Plot Digitizer. We used the following formulae to 

calculate MRA measurement and DSA measurement for the 31 individuals from the Figure (Bland–

Atman limits-of-agreement plot of differences between test values against their means for each of the 

31 people):  

MRA (mm) = mean + (
difference

2
) 

 

DSA (mm) = mean − (
difference

2
) 


