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Overall Kappa Coefficient of Interobserver Agreement

§ Lower 95% confidence | Upper 95% confidence limit
Method Kappa coefficient
limit for Kappa for Kappa
Delayed post- 0.363 0347 0379
GdT1
non-EP DWI 0.788 0775 0802
Combined 0.781 0768 0794
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5. RESULTS: Sensitivity - Specificity
Overall Sensitivity and Specificity by Method
Lower 95% | Upper 95% Lower95% | Upper 95%
i P Y
(%) limit for limit for (%) limit for limit for
Sensitivity Sensitivity Specificity | Specificity
Delayed post- 56.7 492 638 676 53.0 794
GdT1
non-EP DWI 826 748 883 87.2 69.0 954
Combined 842 76.7 896 88.2 707 958

* A significant interaction between observer and method was found (p=0.049)
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5. RESULTS: PPV - NPV

Overall Positive and Negative Predictive Values (95% Cl) by Method

Lower 95% | Upper 95% Lower95% | Upper 95%
confidence | confidence confidence | confidence
limit for limit for Timit for Timit for
PPV (%) PPV (%) PPV (%) NPV*(%) NPV (%) NPV (%)
:"‘"Y"“ ponod 88.0 791 934 27.0 180 384
1
non-EP OWI 9.0 897 985 565 413 705
Combined 9.3 9.4 986 506 440 734
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Value of nonEPI by cholesteatoma.

Di in itivity and specificity by observers and by methods
Di in ty Di in
p-value p-value
Combined vs. delayed post-Gd T1 <0.001 0.004
Combined vs. Non-epi 0.157 0.705
delayed post-Gd T1 vs. Non-epi <0.001 0.006
Adjusted p-value (Holm)
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Middle Ear CI Non-Echo-Planar Difusit ighted MR Imagaing versus Delayed
‘Gadolinium enhanced T1-weighted MR Imaging — Value in Detection
Bert De Foer, Jean-Philippe Vercruysse, Anja Bernaerts et al. Radiology. In press
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CASE 4:

v'44-year-old male

v'Prior history of cholesteatoma right side
v'Right canal wall up tympanoplasty
v'Ear discharge left side

v'Otoscopy: retraction pocket with

cholesteatomatous debris left side
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v'MRI = SCREENING TOOL
v'NON-EP DW sequence b 0 - b 1000 - ADC
v Ax + Cor TSE T2-weighted sequences
v' 13 minutes

Thank you

v'CT scan in PREOPERATIVE SETTING
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