
On-line Table 1: Subgroup analysis for factors associated diagnostic accuracy

Study Outcomes Diagnostic Accuracy
False-Positive and

False-Negative Results P Value
Nodule size (mm)

�10 mm 432 (94.9%) 23 (5.1%) .012
�10 mm 728 (97.7%) 17 (2.3%)

Composition (No.) (%)
Solid 1026 (96.2%) 40 (3.8%) .265
Predominantly solid 75 (100.0%) 0
Predominantly cystic 58 (100.0%) 0
Cystic 1 (100.0%) 0

Location
Upper/lower 633 (96.9%) 20 (3.1%) .568
Mid 527 (96.3%) 20 (3.7%)

On-line Table 2: Histologic diagnosis at core needle biopsy and
subsequent operation in 572 nodules

Diagnosis at CNB
(No. of Nodes)

Surgical Diagnosis
(No. of Nodes)

Nondiagnostic (14) Adenomatous hyperplasia (5)
Follicular adenoma (1)
Papillary carcinoma (7)
FVPTC (1)

Benign (147) Adenomatous hyperplasia (113)
Follicular adenoma (12)
Papillary carcinoma (8)
Thyroiditis (12)
Hurthle cell adenoma (2)

AUS or FLUS (48) Adenomatous hyperplasia (13)
Follicular adenoma (16)
Papillary carcinoma (13)
Follicular carcinoma (1)
Hurthle cell adenoma (3)
FVPTC (2)

FN or SFN (24) Adenomatous hyperplasia (2)
Follicular adenoma (11)
Papillary carcinoma (4)
Follicular carcinoma (4)
Hurthle cell adenoma (3)

Suspicious for malignancy (21) Papillary carcinoma (18)
FVPTC (3)

Malignancy (318) Diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (2)
Anaplastic carcinoma (1)
Medullary carcinoma (2)
Papillary carcinoma (309)
FVPTC (4)

Note:—FVPTC indicates follicular variant of papillary carcinoma; FN, follicular neo-
plasm; SFN, suspicious for a follicular neoplasm.
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