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On-line Table 2: Detailed characteristics of the ICV tributaries within types 2 and 3a

Characteristic Type 2 Type 3
TSV presence

Present 65 81.25% 28 93.33%
Absent 15 18.75% 2 6.67%

TSV length
The same as in type 1 5 7.69% 0 0.00%
Shorter than in type 1 60 92.31% 28 100.00%

TSV diameter compared with contralateral TSV
The same 41 63.08% 15 53.57%
Reduced 24 36.92% 13 46.43%

LDV diameter
Smaller than TSV 25 31.25% 0 0.00%
The same as TSV 16 20.00% 14 46.67%
Larger than TSV 39 48.75% 16 53.33%

ICV diameter
Smaller before LDV termination 17 21.25% 11 36.67%
The same as contralateral ICV 63 78.75% 19 63.33%

Note:—R indicates right; L, left.
a The presence of the LDV influences the anatomy of neighboring deep cerebral veins.
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