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Table 1 Summary pooled results of preoperative diagnostic accuracy of different imaging modalities for detection ¢
deep endometriosis

rectal/rectosigmoid

Studies Patients Sensttivity (%) Specificity (%) DOR AUC

Imaging technique (n) (n) {95% CI) {95% CI) (95% Cl} (95% CI)
TVS

Overall 21 2857* 83—92) 95-98) 264 (113-614) 0.98 (0.96—0.99)

Standard 2D-TVS 13 2002 837 (76-90) 37°(94-99) 168 (56-501) 0.97 {0.95-0.98)

TVS-RWC 5 502 88 (80-93) 97 (93-98) 214 (80-572) 0.98 {0.96-0.99)
MRI

Overall 7 852 79-91) 94-97) 144 (70-297) 0.97 (0.95-0.98)

Standard 2D-MRI 7 8§13 833 (77-90) 76 (93-97) 125 (64-243) 0.96 (0.94-0.98)
CT 6 402 93.184-97) 95.{81-99) 280 (28-2826) 0.98 (0.96-0.99)
RES 8 850 87—95) 96—99) 455 (196-1054) 0.99 (0.97-0.99)

*Corresponding to 3055 examinations owing to some studies performing more than one transvaginal ultrasound (TVS) technique in the
same patients>”-°, 2D, two-dimensional; AUC, area under receiver-operating-characteristics curve; CT, computed tomography; DOR,
diagnostic odds ratio; MRI, magnetic resonance imaging; RES, rectal endoscopic sonography; RWC, rectal water contrast.

GERGES et al; Ultrasound in Obstet & Gyne, 2021; Volume: 58, Issue: 2, FI_‘
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Study

Ribeiro (2008)%¢
Piketty (2009)*
Griffiths (2008)3°
Fedele (1998)33
Bergamini (2010)3°
Bazot (2009)%8
Bahr (2006)2¢

Alborzi (2018)%*

Pooled analysis

— e

0.5

Sensitivity

GERGES et al; Ultrasound in Obstet & Gyne, 2021; Volume: 58, Issue: 2,

1.0

SIFEM 2024

Sensitivity (95 % CI)

0.96 (0.82-1.00)
0.96 (0.89-0.99)
0.78 (0.52-0.94)
1.00 (0.66-1.00)
0.96 (0.87-1.00)

0.89 (0.78-0.95)

0.88 (0.47-1.00)

0.87 (0.74-0.94)

0.92 (0.87-0.95)

Q=12.23, df=7.00, P=0.09

I’=42.78 (0.00-89.47)

0.6

SFpIeciﬁciti

Specificity (95% CI)
1.00 (0.66-1.00)
1.00 (0.94-1.00)
0.93 (0.66-1.00)
0.98 (0.93-1.00)
0.90 (0.55-1.00)
0.93 (0.77-0.99)
0.97 (0.82-1.00)

0.98 (0.95-0.99)

0.98 (0.96-0.99)

Q=8.04, df=7.00, P=0.33
2P=12.95 (0.00-71.40)
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Study

Hottat (2009)3
Hottat (2009)3°
Guerriero (2018)37
Faccioli (2010)32
Bazot (2013)%°
Bazot (2009)28
Bazot (2013)%°
Alborzi (2018)%*
Abrao (2007)%3

Pooled analysis

0.5 1.0
Sensitivity

GERGES et al; Ultrasound in Obstet & Gyne, 2021; Volume: 58, Issue: 2,

SIFEM 2024

Sensitivity (95% CI)
1.00 (0.75—1.00)
1.00 (0.75—1.00)

0.92 (0.83-0.97)

0.71 (0.58-0.82)

0.85 (0.55-0.98)

0.87 (0.77-0.94)
0.85 (0.55-0.98)
0.77 (0.63-0.87)

0.83 (0.71-0.92)
0.86 (0.79-0.91)

Q=20.49, df=8.00, P=0.01
I’'=60.95 (32.48-89.42)

0.6

Specificit

Specificity (95% CI)
1.00 (0.87-1.00)
0.96 (0.82—-1.00)
0.95 (0.88-0.98)
0.83 (0.59-0.96)
0.90 (0.55-1.00)
0.93 (0.77-0.99)
1.00 (0.69-1.00)
0.97 (0.94-0.98)

0.98 (0.89-1.00)
0.96 (0.94-0.97)

Q=12.13, df=8.00, P=0.15
I’=34.03 (0.00-85.17)
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Table 4 Assessment of pelvic endometriosis by rectal endoscopic sonography in comparison to surgical and histological findings in 81
patients

Sensitivity Specificity PPV NPV Accuracy
Site (% (n)) (% (n)) (% (n)) (7 (n) (% (n) +LR —LR
USL 46 6 (34/73) 50.0 (4/8) 89.5 (34/38) 3 (4/43) 46.9 (38/81) 0.9
Vagina 7 (2/26) 98.2 (54/55) 66.7 (2/3) 69 2 (54/78) 69.1 (56/81)
RVS 22 2 (2/9) 93.1 (67/72) 28.6 (2/7) 90.5 (67/74) 85.2 (69/81)
Intestine 88.9 (48/54) 92.6 (25/27) 96.0 (48/50) 80.6 (25/31) 90.1 (73/81)
Ovary 68.6 (24/35) 91.3 (42/46) 85.7 (24/28) 79.2 (42/53) 81.5 (66/81)

BAZOT et al; Ultrasound in Obstet & Gyne, 2007, Volume: 30, Issu
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ov Torus USL RVS RS] Bladder

TVS RS-EUS MRI TVS RS-EUS MRI TVS RS-EUS MRI TVS RS-EUS MRI TVS RS-EUS MRI TVS RS-EUS MRI

se (%) 88 80 87 57 76 76 63 37 69 63 89 47 73 95 89 16 16 33
sp(%) 71 81 71 100 100 100 82 100 82 100 67 100 66 66 50 100 100 89

Gauche Cazalis et al®™ 2012: 25 patients included. OV: Ovary; USL: Uterosacral ligament; RVS: Rectovaginal septum; RSJ: Rectosigmoid junction; se:

N

Sensitivity; sp: Specificity are expressed in%.

Gauche Cazalis et al: Gynecol Obstet Fertil 2
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