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Supplementary Figure 1: Forest plots of the association between FV rs1800595 and ischemic
stroke risk, under (a) dominant, (b) recessive, (c) over-dominant, and (d) allelic models.
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Supplementary Figure 2: Forest plots of the association between FVII rs5742910 and ischemic stroke risk, under (a) dominant, (b) recessive,
(c) over-dominant, and (d) allelic models.
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Supplementary Figure 3: Forest plots of the association between FXII rs1801020 and ischemic

stroke risk, under (a) dominant, (b) recessive, (c) over-dominant, and (d) allelic models.
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Supplementary Figure 4: Forest plots of the association between FXIII-A rs5982 and

ischemic stroke risk, under (a) dominant, (b) recessive, (c) over-dominant, and (d) allelic

models.
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Supplementary Figure 5: Forest plots of the association between FXIII-A rs3024477 and
ischemic stroke risk, under (a) dominant, (b) recessive, (c) over-dominant, and (d) allelic
models.
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Supplementary Figure 6: Funnel plots of the association between FV rs1800595 and ischemic stroke risk, under (a) dominant,

(b) recessive, (c) over-dominant, and (d) allelic models.
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Supplementary Figure 7: Funnel plots of the association between FVII rs5742910 and ischemic stroke risk, under (a) dominant,
(b) recessive, (c) over-dominant, and (d) allelic models.
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Supplementary Figure 10: Funnel plots of the association between FXIII-A rs3024477 and ischemic stroke risk, under (a)

dominant, (b) recessive, (c) over-dominant, and (d) allelic models.
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