S3 File. Subgroup analysis and meta-regression
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Fig S3a. Subgroup analysis of the lesion-level prevalence of rim lesions according to field strength (3T vs 7T).
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Fig S3b. Subgroup analysis of the lesion-level prevalence of rim lesions according to MRI sequence (Phase/SWI vs QSM vs T2*-weighted images).
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Fig S3c. Subgroup analysis of the patient-level prevalence of rim lesions according to field strength (3T vs 7T).
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Fig S3d. Subgroup analysis of the patient-level prevalence of rim lesions according to MRI sequence (Phase/SWI vs QSM vs T2*-weighted images).
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Fig S3e. Meta-regression analyses of the lesion-level prevalence of rim lesions according to (a) gender (b) age (c) disease duration and (d) EDSS.
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Fig S3f. Meta-regression analyses of the patient-level prevalence of rim lesions according to (a) gender (b) age (c) disease duration and (d) EDSS.
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