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Figure S1 Funnel plot of the distribution of the sensitivity of Figure S2 Sensitivity of wbMRI in the detection of nodal
wbMRI in the detection of nodal involvement by lymphoma. involvement by lymphoma shown on a leave-one-out sensitivity
analysis.
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Figure S3 Funnel plot of the distribution of the specificity of Figure S4 Specificity of wbMRI in the detection of nodal
wbMRI in the detection of nodal involvement by lymphoma. involvement by lymphoma shown on a leave-one-out sensitivity

analysis.
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Figure S5 Funnel plot of the distribution of the sensitivity of

wbMRI in the detection of extranodal involvement by lymphoma.
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Figure S7 Funnel plot of the distribution of the specificity of
wbMRI in the detection of extranodal involvement by lymphoma.
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Figure S6 Sensitivity of wbMRI in the detection of extranodal

involvement by lymphoma shown on a leave-one-out sensitivity

analysis.
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Figure S8 Specificity of wbMRI in the detection of extranodal

involvement by lymphoma shown on a leave-one-out sensitivity
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Figure S9 Funnel plot of the distribution of the agreement of Figure S10 Agreement of wbMRI and the reference standard in
wbMRI and the reference standard in the stage. the stage shown on a leave-one-out sensitivity analysis.
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