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A list of publications in the database searches that were excluded after data extraction. The

publications are listed per reason for exclusion.
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A list of included publications in the systematic review and meta-analysis of Xiang et al.,

which were excluded for current systematic review and meta-analysis. The publications are

listed per reason(s) for exclusion.

Publications in languages other than English

1.

Jiang TT, Zhang SJ, Li RM, et al. Diagnostic performance of contrast-enhanced
spectral mammography. Chin J Radiol 2017; 51: 273-8.

Xu HD. A comparative study of contrast-enhanced spectral mammography and
magnetic resonance imaging in breast cancer diagnosis. Chin J Gen Pract 2017; 15:
650-3.
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digital mammography: feasibility and comparison with conventional digital
mammography and MR imaging in women with known breast carcinoma. Radiology.
2013; 266: 743-51.

10. Lee-Felker SA, Tekchandani L, Thomas M, et al. Newly diagnosed breast cancer:
comparison of contrast-enhanced spectral mammography and breast MR imaging in the
evaluation of extent of disease. Radiology. 2017; 285: 389-400.
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Table S1: Absolute numbers of true positive, false negative, false positive and true negative lesions and performance.

Author # Lesions TP FN FP TN Sensitivity  Specificity PPV NPV
CEM

Kamal et al. [32] 171 113 7 18 33 ?g;/_"%] ?558/_078] 2[376;/_092] 2[362;/_093]
Luczynska et al. [33] 118 81 0 25 12 %860-?00] ?12;)/_050] Eg%)s 4] %70 4(1)-(?00]
Petrillo et al. [34] 90 2 10 8 0 7o) [6360] D163 [56.67]
Wang et al .[35] 77 46 2 10 19 ?gg/_ogg] ([ng/_ogz] ?728/_091] 5[970(‘)’/_099]
Xing et al. [36] 263 173 4 9 77 ?540/_"99] ?g;/_"%] ?g;/_"gg] 5[985;)/_099]
Yasin & El Ghany [37] 56 32 2 0 22 ?gg/_ogg] %gg.ofoo] %gg-(?OO] 5[972;)/_099]
Breast MRI

Kamal et al. [32] 171 120 0 16 35 %g?_ofoo] ?59:/_"81] ?88;/_"93] %gg_ofoo]
Luczynska et al. [33] 118 75 6 26 11 ?83;?97] ?10(?47] Eg;?SZ] ???;?86]
Petrillo et al. [34] 90 7 s 6 32 ??;f’g?] ?g;/"g . ?79;/_"96] ?f;/_"%]
Wang et al. [35] 77 45 3 5 24 ?gz)gg] ?63:/09 4] ?70;?97] ?79;?98]
Xing et al. [36] 263 174 3 17 69 ?g;/_"loo] ?708/_088] ?81;/_095] ?86;)/_099]
Yasin & El Ghany [37] 56 34 0 1 21 100% 95% 1% 100%

[90-100] [77-100] [85-100] [84-100]
Abbreviations: TP: true positive; FN: false negative; FP: false positive; TN: true negative; PPV: positive predictive value; NPV: negative
predictive value; CEM: contrast-enhanced mammography; MRI: magnetic resonance imaging.




