Example Evidence Tables for clinical questions in ESGAR guidelines

Guideline: Clinical indications for computed tomographic colonography: European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ESGE) and European
Society of Gastrointestinal and Abdominal Radiology (ESGAR) Guideline

Guideline type: Multidisciplinary, ESGAR and ESGE joint leads

Reference: Spada et al Eur Radiol (2015) 25:331-345

Evidence table for clinical question 2 (CTC after incomplete colonoscopy):

Appendix e2 Computed tomographic colonoscopy (CTC): evidence tables

Table e1 Grading of studies comparing diagnostic yield of computed (CTC) after an
?;::::::r GRADE characteristics Examinations Roconstnict 23:7"‘9”“5 ) Polyps 210 mm Polyps 26mm Advanced neoplasiasicancers  Exfracolonic
after Single-or . . . Intravenous Reader Reading findings
Other : ote conter Catharsis  Tagging o interval, ot Type of CT ¢ e €AD : Comments
Year Swdy design % Consistency Directness  modifying i multeenter mm contas Prone pemmnce | siEiegy n Parpatient n Perpatient n Perpatent  (speciy use
Y design o aity istency ’am:' 9 colonoscopy, n PRV PRV PPV E
Pullens 36] |Cohort Mo serious 16-or 100 mAs 13 4 CRC (2.8%)
it Good Goad None 136 138 Single  Yes(41.2%) Yes (58.8%) 1 Yes Expert na No na na. ~ “na 8(5.9%)  None
2013 Retrospective  limitations 84-slice 200 mAs (additional yield) {additional yield)
Salamone
Cohort ic 30 mAs
a7 No Serous oy Good None 68 68 Single Yes No 1 No 16-slice na. na. n.a. 8na 12 na. 0na. 44 (64.7%) None
2011 Retrospective limitations 50 mAs
Neerncx Gy 1w
Cohort patients
[38] " Good Good None 511 278 Mubi  na na na na na na. na na na. na na. na na 1 CRC na na Data reported on 14 patients
2010 Retrospective  Underwent
o
lafrate 38] | Cohort No serious Yes 50 mAs 4 CRC (2.8%)
Good Goad None 136 136 Single  Yes Yes 84-slice Expert Primary 2D Na 9 na. na na 100% 82 (67%)  None
2008 Prospective  imitations 20.50% 100 mAs (additional yield)
Copel [40] |Cohort No serious Yes 4-0r 100 mAs 7CRC
§ . Good Good None 546 546 Single  Yes No na Expert Prmary 2D No 14 70% 7 33% 91% na None
2007 Retrospective _ limitations 41.80% B-slce 200 mAs (additional yield)
Morrn [41] |Cohort Mo serious 1-or
Imitati Good Good None 40 40 single  Yes No 1.5 No 120mAs  na. Primary 2D No 0 na. 2 50% 0 na. 5 (13%) None
1999 Prospective  limitations 4-slice
Yucel[42]  |Cohort 150 mAs 1CRC n 12 patients CTOwas
No seri performed as first examination
o serous
Imitotone Go0d Good None 42 42 Single MNo Yes 1 No 84-slice Expert Primary 30 No 12 na. 31 na. na. BER) o o5 catents with polyps at
2008 Retrospeative 200 mAs {additional yield) CTC, only 5 underwent
colonoscopy for verffication.
Macari [43] |Cohort No serious
Imitati Good Good None 20 20 Single  No No 25 No 1-slice 150 mAs  n.a. Primary 2D No 1 100% 1 100% 0 na. na None
1999 Prospective  limitations
Neri[44]  |Cohort Mo seri 13 CRC 11 hepat
0 SeMOUS 60 Good None 34 34 Single Yes No 2 Yes 1-slice 180 mAs  Expert na No 11 100% 24 86% 100% | "PAC one
2002 Retrospective  IMitations (additional yiald) lesions
Luo[45]  |Cohort No serious ) 100 mAs 1CRC
f Good Goad None 80 60 Single  Yes No na No 1-slice na na No 2 na. 10 na. 100% na None
2002 Prospective  imitations 120 mAs (additional yield)
Lai [46] Cohort No serious 100 mAs 10 CRG
Good Goad None 196 198 Single  Yes No na No 4-slice Expert na No 10 70% 27 20.60% 100% na None
2008 Retrospective  imitations 200 mAs (additional yield)
CAD, computer-aided detection; CRC, colorectal cancer; CT, computed CTC, computed E-RADS, cTC y Reporting and Data System; GRADE, Grading of D and mas, seconds; n.a., not available; PPV, positive predictive value.



Evidence table for clinical question 5 (CTC after positive faecal occult blood test):

Appendix e2 Computed tomographic colonography (CTC): evidence tables
Table e5 Computed i (cTC) in patients with positive fecal occult blood test (FOBT) or fecal immunochemical test (FIT).
@ RAD 7 Per-patient 6-mm+ lesions or
are: cufion ° gl FO.B.T/FW Single- or 2 2 Reconstructio Intravenous  Reader Reading Double Cancers, n cancer
Other modifying postve multicenter Catharsis  Tagging Dose, MAS  rterval, mm contrast experience strategy CAD reading Reterence stndard By reference By reference
Year Design Quality Consistency Directness screenees, n % CTC CTC
factors standard standard
Heresbach [105] i
10 coort No serious limitations  Good Good None 50 Multicenter Yes Yes 50-75 1-1.25 No  [MRMUME0 e No N [Soomentalunbinded 2 = & 5
2011 cases colonoscopy
Liedenbaum 10t ini i
L [, No serious limitations  Good Good None 302 Multicenter No Yes <50 0.9-1 No  |MAmumi100 | ery2D No vas:  |Soomeotalunbinded 21 22 192 211
2009 cases colonoscopy
Liedenbaum [107] S: tients Mini 100 tal unblinded
Cohort No serious limitations ~ Good Good ame patonts s 302 Mulicenter No Yes <50 091 No i Primary 2D No Yei; |Soarmentalunbinds na. na na. na.
2009 reference [38] cases colonoscopy
Regge [1 ini
pel Cohort No serious limitations ~ Good Good None 221 Multicenter Yes In1/3 <50 06-15 No  MAmumS0 No Ng  [Seamentalinbinded = = % 11
2009 cases colonoscopy
Sali [108) Single center and singl imat tal unblinded
Cohort G Comer and 198 | Good Good None 49 Single-center Yes No 50 1 No  Approximatel oy 20 No s, ' [eomealinbmde 2 2 21 2
2010 radiologist 100 cases colonoscopy
CAD, computer-aided detection; FIT, fecal immunochemical test; FOBT, fecal occult blood test; n.a., not available.




