Supplementary Table 4: Summary of studies evaluating arterial stiffness in Kawasaki disease (KD).
	S.No. First author, year (reference)
	Design
	No. of cases
	No. of controls
	Duration to enrollment#
	Cases with CAAs
	Country
	Methods
	Outcome

	1. AlHuzaimi, 2013 (14)
	Case  control
	42
	44
	6.1±3.8
	22
	Canada
	Aortic stiffness
	Significant
increased in KD

	2. Gupta, 2014 (40)
	Case  control
	30
	30
	7.72±2.38
	None
	India
	Abdominal aorta stiffness
	No difference

	3. Oyamada, 2012 (44) 
	Case  control
	58
	57
	5.2±5.9
	17
	Japan
	Aortic stiffness
	Significant difference

	4. Cheung, 2004 (17)
	Case control
	71
	41
	7.8
	42
	China
	Brachial artery stiffness
	Significant increase in KD

	5. Cheung, 2007 (13)
	Case control
	50
	22
	7.4±3.5
	26
	China
	Carotid artery stiffness
	Significant difference

	[bookmark: _GoBack]6. Cheung, 2008 (45)
	Case control
	51
	32
	10.5±0.68
	32
	China
	Carotid stiffness
	Significant difference (data in median)

	7. Duan, 2011 (25)
	Case control
	31
	21
	NA
	31
	China
	Carotid stiffness
	Significantly increased

	8.  Duan, 2014 (36)
	Case control
	13
	14
	3.1±1.7
	13
	China
	Carotid artery stiffness
	Significant difference (data in median)

	9. Gupta-Malhotra, 2009 (41)
	Case control
	28
	27
	16±6
	9  (transient)
	UK
	Carotid artery
stiffness
	No difference

	10. Ikemoto, 2005 (27) 
	Case control
	65
	20
	12
	34
	Japan
	Carotid artery stiffness
	No difference

	11. Liu, 2009 (32) 
	Case control
	41
	22
	Gr1: 5
Gr 2: 3.8
	21
	China
	Carotid artery stiffness
	Increased in patients with CAAs

	12. Noto, 2001 (42)
	Case control
	20
	20
	9.8±4
	20
	Japan
	Carotid artery stiffness
	Increased in patients with CAAs

	13. Oguri, 2013 (43)
	Case control
	75
	50
	9–9.92
	NA
	Japan
	Carotid artery stiffness
	No difference

	14. Parihar, 2017 (35) 
	Case control
	20
	20
	53.4 months
	Transient CAAs
	India
	Carotid artery stiffness
	No difference


#Years from diagnosis of KD (unless specified otherwise) represented as mean±SD or median or range (–)  
