Figure S1. Quality assessment among the included studies
using the quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy studies-2
tool (n=30).
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Figure S2. Funnel plot assessing publication bias among
studies reporting the diagnostic accuracy of transvaginal ultra-
sound. ESS, Effective Sample Size.

Deeks’ funnel plot asymmetry test

0.5 pvalue=0.60
o  Study
® _ _ _ _ Regression
/’ line
)
I
§ | o

~ @@ © e

[} ) | ®

%] ®

L I ®

bt / ¢

<} | ®

8 @ |

= 1.5 e,
|
|
i
i
!

-3, T L : :
1 10 100 1000

Diagnostic odds ratio



Figure S3. Funnel plot assessing publication bias among

studies reporting the diagnostic accuracy of magnetic reso-
nance imaging. ESS, Effective Sample Size.
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