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Fig. S1 Summary receiver operating characteristic curves for diffusion-weighted

magnetic resonance imaging (DWI).
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Fig. S2 Summary sensitivity and specificity for fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission

tomography/computed tomography (FDG PET/CT).
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Fig. S3 Summary positive likelihood ratio (PLR) and negative likelihood ratio (NLR)

for fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomography/computed tomography (FDG
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Fig. S4 Summary diagnostic odds ratio (DOR) for fluorodeoxyglucose positron

emission tomography/computed tomography (FDG PET/CT).
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Fig. S5 Summary receiver operating characteristic curves for fluorodeoxyglucose

positron emission tomography/computed tomography (FDG PET/CT).
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Fig. S6 Publication biases for diffusion-weighted magnetic resonance imaging (DWI)
(A) and fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomography/computed tomography

(FDG PET/CT) (B).



Supplemental Table 1. Quality evaluation of the included studies using the QUADAS tool

Study Question about study design characteristic
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