SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURE 2 - Forest plots with diagnostic accuracy anatomical MRI and ADC for

different scan times for the primary tumor site

A. Anatomical MRI primary site during treatment
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B. Anatomical MRI primary site early posttreatment
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Study TP FP FN TN  Sensitivity (95% Cl)
Bhatia etal., 2010.” 1 4 8 38 58  (33-80)
King etal,, 2013 9 7 0 21 100 (66-100)
Vandecaveye etal, 2010.” 6 6 2 16 75 (35-97)

C. Anatomical MRI primary site late posttreatment
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D. ADC primary site during treatment
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E. ADC primary site early posttreatment
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F. ADC primary site late posttreatment
Study TP FP FN TN  Sensitivity(95%Cl)  Specificity (95% Cl) Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl)
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Diagnostic accuracy and the 2x2 table is displayed with true positives (TP), false positives (FP), false
negatives (FN) and true negative (TN). Sensitivity and specificity with the 95% Confidence intervals

(Cl) are given.



