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Sensitivity and specificity of fecal markers in relation to diagnosis, and detection of clinical or endoscopic activity.
 
	Reference
	Marker
	Patients
(M:F)
	Montreal
(L1:L2:L3:L4)
	Comparison
	Cut-off
	Sens
	Spec

	Kane 2003 [5]
	FL
	104 a,p (56:47)
	-
	Clinically ctive vs. inactive CD
	12.8
μg/g
	73.3%
	44.4%

	Dai 2007 [8]
	FL
	18 a (13:5)
	-
	Clinically active vs. inactive CD
	240 µg/g
	92%
	80%

	Vieira 2009 [9]
	FL
	38 a (24:14)
	12:13:13:0
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	7.25
µg/g
	93.2%
	76.5%

	Karczewski 2015 [10]
	FL
	55 a (23:32)
	17:20:15:3
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	25 µg/g
	76%
	80%

	Sipponen 2008 [39]
	FL
	77 a (39:38)
	19:14:37:7
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	7.25
µg/g
	71%
	83%

	Sipponen 2008 [39]
	FL
	77 a (39:38)
	19:14:37:7
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	10
µg/g
	66%
	92%

	Sipponen 2008 [39]
	FL
	77 a (39:38)
	19:14:37:7
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	50
µg/g
	65%
	96%

	Sipponen 2008 [56]
	FL
	15 a
(9:6)
	2:4:9:0
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	10 μg/g
	77%
	100%

	Klimczak 2015 [42]
	FL
	101 -(57:44)
	39:24:38:0
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	145.8 µg/g
	84.6%
	60.5%

	D’Inca 2007 [44]
	FL
	23 - (14:17)
	-
	Endoscopically active vs. absence of inflammation
	0.07 OD
	77%
	80%

	Langhorst 2008 [79]
	FL
	43 a,p
	-
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	7.05 µg/mL
	81.8% 
	60%

	Aggarwal 2017 [43]
	FL
	43 a (22:21)
	Small bowel
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	4.5 µg/g
	77%
	94%

	Sidhu 2010 [51]
	FL
	17 a (7:10)
	Small bowel
	Diagnosis of CD in symptomatic patients
	7.25
µg/g
	71%
	100%

	Bar-Gil Shitrit 2017 [52]
	FL
	23 a,p (15:8)
	Small bowel
	Diagnosis of CD in symptomatic patients
	1.05 mg/kg
	73% 
	65%

	De Jong
2006 [12]
	S100A12
	22 p
(17:5)
	-
	CD vs. healthy controls
	10 mg/kg
	96%
	92%

	Sidler 2008 [13]
	S100A12
	30 p
	2:12:16:(13)
	CD vs. GI symptomatic patients
	10 mg/kg
	97%
	97%

	Kaiser 2007 [14]
	S100A12
	32 a (11:21)
	-
	CD vs. healthy controls
	0.8 mg/kg
	81%
	100%

	Aggarwal 2017 [43]
	S100A12
	43 a (22:21)
	Small bowel
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	10 µg/g
	54%
	88%

	Sipponen 2012 [53]
	S100A12
	83 a
	Small bowel
	Diagnosis of CD in symptomatic patients
	0.06 µg/g
	59%
	66%

	Czub 2007 [29]
	M2-PK
	32 p
	-
	CD vs. healthy controls
	4 U/g
	100% 
	94.3%

	Czub 2007 [29]
	M2-PK
	32 p
	-
	CD vs. healthy controls
	5 U/g
	94.1%
	100%

	Van der Sluys Veer 1998 [23]
	Lys
	112 a (51:61)
	64:30:18:0
	CD vs. healthy controls
	19 μg/g
	58%
	67%

	Nancey 2013 [16]
	Neopterin
	78 a
(25:53)
	14:12:52:0
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	200 pmol/g
	74%
	73%

	Langhorst 2008 [79]
	PMN-e
	43 a,p
	-
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	0.062 µg/mL
	81.1%
	70%

	Inokuchi 2016 [47]
	F-Hb
	71 a
	22:16:33:0
	Active vs. inactive CD
	52 ng/mL
	96%
	48%

	Buisson 2018 [28]
	NGAL
	54 a (22:32)
	15:11:28:0
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	6700 ng/g
	85.7%
	45.4%

	Buisson 2018 [28]
	MMP-9
	54 a (22:32)
	15:11:28:0
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	350 ng/g
	90%
	63.6%

	Buisson 2016 [22]
	CHI3L1
	54 a
(22:32)
	15:11:28:0
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	15 ng/g
	100%
	63.6%

	Aomatsu 2011 [32]
	CHI3L1
	87 p
	51:6:30:0
	Endoscopically active vs. inactive CD
	13.7 ng⁄g
	81.6%
	80.0%



FL: fecal lactoferrin; PMN-e: polymorphonuclear neutrophil elastase; F-Hb: fecal hemoglobin; NGAL: neutrophil gelatinase-associated lipocalin; CHI3L1: chitinase 3-like-1; M2-PK: M2-pyruvate kinase; Lys: lysozyme; MMP-9: matrix metalloproteinase 9; a: adult patients; p: pediatric patients; -: not reported. When expressed in barckets the L4 behaviour describes a concomitant involvement of the upper GI.
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