
ON-LINE APPENDIX
The full-text of these studies was reviewed, and 26 studies were

excluded as follows: studies evaluating patients with enlarged cer-

vical LNs (not all patients had HNSCC [n � 9]),1-9 studies includ-

ing patients with non-HNSCC malignancy (nasopharyngeal car-

cinoma or lymphoma [n � 5]),10-14 a study population partially

overlapping other studies (n � 4),15-18 studies that did not allow a

2 � 2 contingency table to be obtained (n � 4),19-22 and studies

not in the field of interest (n � 4).23-26
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