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Test positivity rate; gFOBT vs FIT at different cut-off levels
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1. Hol L et al. Br J Cancer 2009
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Numbers needed to screen and scope to detect one
screenee with an advanced neoplastic lesion

NN Screen NN Scope

gFOBT 84 272
FITS0 31 2.4
FIT? 37 2.0
FIT00 41 1.9
B2 43 18
IS 43 %7
EIEE 46 16
FIT200 49 1.6

Erasmus MC

Hol et al. Br J Cancer 2009

Rotterdam Screening trial; 3-round FIT*0screening

True
% % positive % true positives
Adherence test positives per 1000
invited
1st round 62 8.4 41 21.4
2nd round 63 6.0 B8 12.6
3rd round 68 .7 24 9.3
Cumulative 43.3

Kapidzic A, et al. AJG 2014

Two-round FIT50 screening with 1-, 2-, or 3-year interval;
positivity and detection rates
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N =6111; Van Roon A, et al. Gut 2012
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Cost — performance modelling of gFOBT and FIT
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Van Wilschut JA, van Ballegooijen M, et al. Gastroenterology 2011

Attendance to 1- and 2- day FIT testing

= Attendance of a screening-naive population to FIT screening:
—1-day FIT: 61.5% (95% CI 60.1 — 62.9)
—2-day FIT: 61.3% (95% CI 59.6 — 63.0)
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Van Roon et al. CGH 2011

1- vs 2-day FIT screening

Positivity rate versus detection rate of 1- and 2-day FIT5° screening
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Efficient FIT strategies under a colonoscopy capacity of 5,
10, 20 and 40 colonoscopies per year per 1000 individuals
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Van Wilschut JA, et al. JNCI 2011




