Supplemental Digital Content 10. Forest plot of the prevalence of headache among HEs. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 11. Forest plot of the prevalence of headache among HUs. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 12. Forest plot of the odds ratio HUs versus HEs for headache. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 13. Forest plot of the prevalence of focal neurological symptoms among HEs. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 14: Forest plot of the prevalence of focal neurological symptoms among HUs. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 15: Forest plot of the odds ratio HUs versus HEs of focal neurological symptoms. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 16: Forest plot of the prevalence of chest pain among HEs. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 17: Forest plot of the prevalence of chest pain among HUs. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 18: Forest plot of the odds ratio HUs versus HEs for chest pain. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 19: Forest plot of the prevalence of dyspnoea among HEs. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 20: Forest plot of the prevalence of dyspnoea among HUs. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 21: Forest plot of the odds ratio HUs versus HEs for dyspnoea. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 22: Forest plot of the prevalence of other symptoms among HEs. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 23: Forest plot of the prevalence of other symptoms among HUs. png
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Supplemental Digital Content 24: Forest plot of the odds ratio HUs versus HEs for other symptoms. png
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