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26 Abstract

27 • Background: Carpal Tunnel Syndrome (CTS) is the most common compressive neuropathy, accounting 

28 for 90% of all neuropathies. Its prevalence ranges from 3.8% - 7.8% in the population. The gold standard 

29 for its diagnosis is the neurophysiological study (85% sensitivity and 95% specificity), with the 

30 disadvantage of being invasive, complex and expensive, which means an increase in cost and time for the 

31 diagnosis of the disease. The main objective of this diagnostic test evaluation study is to investigate the 

32 value of ultrasound in the diagnosis of CTS, and among the secondary objectives, to establish the 

33 ultrasound parameters that are predictors of CTS in comparison with neurophysiological studies, 

34 attempting to standardize a protocol and reference values that determine the presence or absence of CTS.

35 • Methods: Prospective, cross-sectional study. The reference test with which we compared the ultrasound 

36 is the neurophysiological test (NPT). Patients will come consecutively from the Neurophysiology 

37 Department of the Virgen Macarena Hospital, with clinical suspicion of CTS and fulfilling the 

38 inclusion/exclusion criteria. To calculate the sample size (EPIDAT program) we proposed a sensitivity of 

39 78% and specificity of 87% with a confidence level of 95%, requiring 438 patients (264 NPT positive, 174 

40 NPT negative). We followed an ultrasound study protocol that included the ultrasound variables: cross-

41 sectional area at the entrance and exit of the tunnel, range of nerve thinning, wrist-forearm index, flexor 

42 retinaculum bulging, power Doppler uptake and the existence of adjacent wrists or masses.  We propose 

43 a timeline for the study to be performed between 2020 and 2023. Finally, we propose a cost-effectiveness 

44 analysis.

45 • Discussion: Ultrasound not only allows to objectify the alterations of the median nerve but also the 

46 underlying pathological mechanisms in CTS. A multitude of ultrasound parameters have been described 

47 that should be regarded in syndrome’s study, among which we included the cross-sectional area, the 

48 range of nerve thinning, the wrist-forearm index, flexor retinaculum bulging, power Doppler uptake and 

49 assessment of anatomical alterations. The use of ultrasound as a diagnostic tool in CTS has many 

50 advantages for both doctors and the patients, as it is a non-invasive, convenient, and fast tool increasingly 

51 accessible to professionals.

52

53  Keywords

54 Carpal Tunnel Syndrome; ultrasound; nerve conduction study; diagnostic; screening
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Role of sponsor {5c} The authors declare that they did not receive any funding to carry out 

the study.

Composition, roles, and 

responsibilities of the 

coordinating centre, steering 

committee, endpoint 

adjudication committee, data 

management team, and other 

individuals or groups overseeing 

the trial, if applicable {5d}

The trial coordinating center and steering committee is made up of two 

principal investigators running the trial day-to-day, and supported by 3 

secondary investigators providing organizational support. This 

committee is made up of doctors specialists in rehabilitation.

56

57 Introduction

58 Background and rationale {6a}

59 The carpal tunnel is an anatomical space located at the base of the palm of the hand, delimited by a rigid floor 

60 and walls, the carpal bones, and a roof with a certain capacity for distension, the transverse carpal ligament 

61 or flexor retinaculum. The entrance of the tunnel is located between the scaphoid and pyramidal bones, and 

62 its exit between the trapezium and hamate bones. A number of anatomical structures pass through this 

63 relatively narrow space as it transitions from the forearm to the hand: the tendons of the superficial and deep 

64 flexor muscles of the fingers, the tendon of the long flexor muscle of the first finger, and the median nerve (1). 

65 Thus, an increase in volume within this space, however small, can lead to compression of the nerve (2).

66 The dimensions of the carpal tunnel are 20 mm at the level of the hook of the hamate, narrow compared to 

67 the proximal (24 mm) or distal (25 mm) dimensions (4). In healthy individuals the intratunnel pressure ranges 

68 between 3-5 mmHg in neutral position (5); vascular compromise of the nerve begins when the pressure 

69 exceeds 20-30 mmHg (6), which could be favored by certain postures or gestures as common as using a 

70 computer mouse (7). Adjacent musculature may also play a role in the etiology; in a cadaver study, the muscle 

71 belly of the flexor digitorum superficialis was observed to access the proximal tunnel during wrist extension, 

72 similar to the lumbrical muscles observed in contact with the distal tunnel during metacarpophalangeal flexion 
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73 (8).

74 The median nerve is responsible for the sensory innervation of the first three fingers and the radial border of 

75 the fourth, which is why patients who suffer compression of the median nerve inside the tunnel report pain and 

76 hypoesthesia in these fingers. The palm of the hand, however, usually remains unaltered, as it is innervated 

77 by a sensory cutaneous branch that emerges 6 cm proximal to the entrance of the nerve into the tunnel (5).

78 Carpal Tunnel Syndrome (CTS) is the most common compressive neuropathy, accounting for 90% of all 

79 neuropathies (1,9). It is estimated that 1 in 5 patients with symptoms of pain, paresthesia and numbness of 

80 the hand will be diagnosed with CTS based on examination and an electrodiagnostic test (9). 

81 Its prevalence ranges from 3.8% to 7.8% of the general population, being more prevalent in females than in 

82 males (10% vs. 5.8%), with an incidence of 9.3 new cases per 100 persons per year (10,11). It leads to 

83 increased absenteeism, morbidity and, depending on the country, a cost of up to 2 billion dollars per year (11).

84 It is characterized by a combination of motor and sensory symptomatology leading to functional impairment, 

85 manifested by weakness of the intrinsic hand musculature with decreased grip strength, pain and paresthesia 

86 (5). The etiology of this entity remains uncertain, and most cases are labelled idiopathic; recently, magnetic 

87 resonance imaging, biomechanical and histological studies have proposed a close relationship between 

88 neuronal vascular dysfunction, synovial tissue, flexor tendons and their sheaths, with the onset of the 

89 syndrome (3).

90 Diagnosis has traditionally been established by anamnesis and physical examination; electrodiagnostic testing 

91 is frequently used as a method of confirmation and assessment of severity. Although these studies offer 85% 

92 sensitivity and 95% specificity (12), they have the disadvantage of being invasive and unpleasant for patients. 

93 Recent advances in ultrasonography techniques have considerably improved the quality of ultrasound imaging 

94 of the nerve while providing more compact and economical equipment that makes it more accessible to the 

95 clinician, making ultrasonography a potential tool for the evaluation of entrapment neuropathies.

96 The high prevalence of CTS in the general population causes a high demand for neurophysiological studies, 

97 which to date is considered the gold standard in its diagnosis; this leads to long waiting times for the test to be 

98 carried out as well as an increase in direct and indirect costs derived from the disease. The availability of an 

99 additional technique that allows CTS to be diagnosed quickly, non-invasively and inexpensively would 

100 represent a clear advance in healthcare and an improvement in the efficiency of the healthcare system. In this 

101 sense, the present study aims to investigate the diagnostic value of ultrasound in the diagnosis of CTS, the 

102 specific ultrasound parameters that predict the existence of the syndrome in comparison with 
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103 neurophysiological studies, and thus try to standardize a study protocol and reference values that determine 

104 the presence or absence of the syndrome.

105

106 Explanation for the choice of comparators {6b}

107 We compared the NPT based on the recommendations of the American Association of Electrodiagnostic 

108 Medicine (AAEM) protocol with the ultrasound study protocol described in Chen et al. (11) for assessing its 

109 effectiveness. The study protocol included different variables: cross-sectional area at the entrance and exit of 

110 the tunnel, range of nerve thinning, wrist-forearm index, flexor retinaculum bulging, power Doppler uptake and 

111 the existence of adjacent wrists or masses.

112

113 Objectives {7}

114 Primary: To assess the efficacy of ultrasound in the diagnosis of CTS with respect to nerve conduction studies.

115 Secondary: 

116  To determine the set of ultrasound parameters (ultrasound standards and reference values) that best 

117 predict the existence of CTS.

118  To correlate the intensity or degree of involvement between ultrasound findings and nerve conduction 

119 studies.

120  To propose a standardised protocol for the study of CTS by ultrasound. 

121  To establish the interobserver and intraobserver variability of ultrasound in the diagnosis of CTS.

122  To perform a cost-effectiveness analysis between ultrasound and neurophysiological studies in the 

123 diagnosis of CTS. 

124  To detect and describe anatomical alterations and pathological findings that could predispose to the 

125 presence of CTS. 

126 Hypothesis: Ultrasound is more effective than neurophysiological studies in the diagnosis of CTS.

127

128 Trial design {8}

129 Prospective, cross-sectional study that compares two diagnostic tests: electroneurography and ultrasound in 
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130 the diagnosis of CTS. Also, a cost-effectiveness analysis will be proposed to evaluate the costs of the 

131 consumables established by the Andalusian Health Service used in both tests and the average time for each 

132 of the tests, in order to calculate the cost of the professional when performing each of them.

133

134 Methods: Participants, interventions and outcomes

135 Study setting {9}

136 Patients will come consecutively from the Neurophysiology Department of the Virgen Macarena Hospital in 

137 Seville (Spain), with clinical suspicion of CTS and fulfilling the inclusion/exclusion criteria. Electroneurography 

138 or ultrasound diagnosis techniques will be performed to compare their effectiveness.

139

140 Eligibility criteria {10}

141 We establish the following inclusion criteria in order to be able to take part in the study:

142 1) Presenting clinical symptoms suggestive of CTS, at least one of the following:

143  Neuropathic profile pain in wrist-hand at the level of the median nerve territory (wrist, first-

144 second-third, and radial half of the fourth finger by palmar and/or volar side), possibility of 

145 irradiation of the pain towards the forearm and/or arm. 

146  Nocturnal symptoms.

147  Hypotrophy or atrophy of the thenar eminence. 

148  Self-described sensory alteration (sensation of cramping, numbness, tingling, hypoalgesia or 

149 analgesia).

150 2) Age: 18 to 75 years. 

151 3) Consent to participate in the study. 

152 Similarly, the exclusion criteria established are as follows:

153 1) Previous surgery on the wrist

154 2) Acquired or hereditary pathology causing peripheral neuropathies

155 3) Polyneuropathy of any etiology

156 4) Rheumatoid arthritis

157 5) Diabetes Mellitus 

158

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 19, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.19.23284770doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.19.23284770
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Page 8 of 33

159 Interventions 

160 Intervention description {11a}

161 We work side by side with the neurophysiology service of the Virgen Macarena hospital (Seville, Spain); they 

162 will apply the neurophysiological evaluation protocol between 1 and 3 months previous to the echography 

163 study.

164 - Neurophysiological: 

165 The neurophysiological evaluation protocol is based on the recommendations of the AAEM (12), listed in table 

166 1.

167 Table 1. Recommendations of the American Association of Electrodiagnostic Medicine (AAEM)

PROTOCOL FOR NEUROPHYSIOLOGICAL STUDY ACCORDING TO AAEM (12)

Parameter 1 Performing median motor conduction velocity with surface electrodes 

(recording on abductor pollicis brevis-APB- and reference along the distal 

tendon-extremus thumb). Bipolar electrode stimulation at wrist and elbow. 

Calculation of distal motor latency (DML), motor conduction velocity (MCV) 

wrist-elbow. Assessment of amplitude and duration of the potentials 

obtained. 

Parameter 2 Ulnar motor conduction velocity with surface electrodes (recording in the 

hypothenar eminence and reference along the distal tendon-extremus-fifth 

finger). Bipolar electrode stimulation at wrist and elbow (inferior-superior). 

Calculation of distal motor latency, motor conduction velocity wrist-lower 

elbow and lower elbow-upper elbow. Assessment of amplitude and duration 

of the potentials obtained.

Parameter 3 Orthodromic median sensory conduction with stimulation on 2 and 4 fingers 

and palm and recording on wrist. Stimulation on 3 fingers and recording on 

palm. Assessment of sensory conduction velocity (SCV) in the 2 finger-

wrist, 4 finger-wrist, palm-wrist and palm-wrist segments. Assessment of 

amplitude and duration of the potentials obtained.

Parameter 4 Ulnar orthodromic sensory conduction with stimulation on 4 and 5 fingers 

and recording at the wrist. Assessment of conduction velocity in the 4-wrist 
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and 5-wrist segments and amplitude and duration of the potentials obtained. 

Comparison of the IV middle finger-ulnar.

Parameter 5 Orthodromic radial sensory conduction with stimulation of the dorsum of the 

MCF joint of 1 finger and recording on the radial edge of the forearm. 

Assessment of conduction velocity and amplitude and duration of the 

potentials obtained.

Parameter 6 Antidromic sensory conduction of median, ulnar and radial with surface 

electrode recording at the base of 2 and 4 fingers (median), at the base of 

4 and 5 fingers (ulnar) and at the dorsum of 1 finger MCF (radial) with 

stimulation at the wrist for median and ulnar, and at the radial edge for radial.

168  

169 - Ultrasound: 

170 In our study we followed the ultrasound protocol described by Chen et al. (11) (table 2), discarding dynamic 

171 parameters and adding others based on the most recent literature. 

172  

173 Table 2. Ultrasound protocol

VARIABLES DESCRIPTION

General Position The patient is seated facing the examiner with the forearm resting 

supinated on a stable surface (for other patients it may be more 

comfortable to lie face down with the forearm in full pronation).

A rolled towel is placed under the wrist to allow 30°-45° extension 

of the wrist, minimizing the thenar eminence for better transducer 

glide. The use of a generous amount of gel is helpful. (*)

Nerve cross-sectional area (CSA) in distal 

forearm

In the transverse axis, in the distal and volar third of the forearm, 

the pronator quadratus is located between the radius and ulna. 

The CSA for the calculation of the wrist-forearm index is 

measured at this level. (**)

CSA at tunnel entrance At the level of the pisiform the cross-sectional area of the nerve is 

measured. 
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CSA at the tunnel exit and mass search The cross-sectional area of the nerve is measured at the level of 

the hook of the hamate. 

At the same time, an anatomical analysis is carried out to look for 

any space-occupying lesions (accessory lumbricals, tenosynovitis 

or hidden cysts, etc.).

Longitudinal axis of the nerve at the exit of the 

tunnel

Rotate the transducer in line with the 3rd metacarpal; nerve 

compression may show as a notch or change in caliber. The 

carpal tunnel is also examined for space-occupying masses by 

short-axis sliding along the full width of the tunnel.

Dynamic test 1: Thenar digital flexion stress 

test

Compressing a soft object (towel) between the 1st and 2nd finger 

is visualized transversely and longitudinally; positive result due to 

flattening of the nerve due to compression of the flexor tendon. 

No CSA measurement.

Dynamic test 2: Superficial digital flexor 

digitorum intrusion test

The superficial and deep flexor belly should enter the tunnel with 

the wrist in hyperextension contributing to nerve compression. No 

CSA measurement. 

Dynamic test 3: Intrusion test lumbrical 

muscles

To be positive, flexion of the fingers with full grip must enter the 

tunnel at the muscle belly of the lumbricals compressing the 

nerve. No CSA measurement.

174 (*) in our case, the cylindrical gel canister is the one we have positioned under the patient's wrist to achieve 

175 its hyperextension.

176 (**) it should be noted that for the measurement of the wrist-forearm index we have carried out, based on other 

177 publications, the HAG at the entrance of the tunnel between the HAG and 12 cm from the distal crease of the 

178 wrist.  

179

180 Criteria for discontinuing or modifying allocated interventions {11b}

181 Not applicable since the intervention comprises a one-time diagnostic procedure.

182

183 Strategies to improve adherence to interventions {11c}
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184 Not applicable since the intervention comprises diagnostic procedure.

185

186 Relevant concomitant care permitted or prohibited during the trial {11d}

187 No concomitant care was prohibited during the study.

188

189 Outcomes {12}

190 1. Demographic variables: sex, age, time of evolution of the clinic, manual dominance, hand affected, 

191 body mass index, employment status, type of work (pink, white or blue collar), time worked, triggers 

192 of symptoms, what symptoms are relieved with, as well as toxic habits, whether they are smokers (to 

193 be answered affirmative or negative) or alcohol consumers (to be answered affirmative or negative).

194

195 2. Electrodiagnostic variables: motor conduction velocity of the median nerve (calculating distal motor 

196 latency and wrist-elbow motor conduction velocity), motor conduction velocity of the ulnar nerve 

197 (calculating distal motor latency, lower and upper wrist-elbow motor conduction velocity), orthodromic 

198 sensory conduction of the median, ulnar and radial nerve, as well as antidromic sensory conduction 

199 of the median, ulnar and radial nerve.

200

201 3. Ultrasound variables: 

202  The cross-sectional area (CSA), to be performed with linear tracing, measured over the inner 

203 border of the epineurium of the median nerve at the level of the entrance and exit of the carpal 

204 tunnel. We take the average of 3 consecutive measurements. 

205  The range of median nerve thinning understood as the ratio of the transverse and anteroposterior 

206 diameters of the nerve in the proximal-medial intracarpal region, at the level of the pisiform.

207  The wrist-forearm index, understood as the ratio of the CSA at the tunnel entrance to the CSA at 

208 12 cm from the distal wrist crease.

209  The flexor retinaculum bulge, which translates an increase in intracarpal pressure. We measure 

210 this by tracing a horizontal from the superior pole of the scaphoid to the superior pole of the 

211 pisiform, and a vertical from the superior end of the flexor retinaculum to the horizontal.

212  Power Doppler uptake, which determines the hypervascularization of the nerve, especially in the 
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213 periphery, at the expense of low-flow intraneural vessels. The uptake is at mid-tunnel level, 

214 between the pisiform and hamate nerves. 

215  The existence of notches in the nerve in the longitudinal ultrasound view, including the entrance, 

216 interior and exit of the tunnel.  

217

218 4. Boston Carpal Tunnel Questionnaire (BCTQ), to assess both the symptoms and the subjective 

219 functional impact of patients.

220

221 5. Cost evaluation: To carry out a cost-effectiveness analysis, we will evaluate the costs of the 

222 consumables established by the Andalusian Health Service used in both tests and the average time 

223 for each of the tests, in order to calculate the cost of the professional when performing each of them.

224

225 Participant timeline {13}

226 As shown in table 3, we have established a first period for the study, from July 2020 to December 2020, where 

227 the initial literature search is carried out, the study protocol is drawn up and submitted to the ethics committee 

228 for approval. During this time, a training period is also planned for the researcher in the performance of the 

229 ultrasound protocol, a study carried out in the Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation Services of the Virgen 

230 Macarena, Virgen del Rocio and Valme University Hospitals, where ultrasound studies are performed on 

231 patients with CTS. 

232 During the second period of the study, from January 2021 to December 2021, we planned to have performed 

233 ultrasound studies on patients. However, due to the Covid-19 pandemic situation, we were forced to prolong 

234 this period until September 2022.

235 We propose a third and final period from September 2022 to May 2023 for data collection, statistical analysis 

236 and writing of the study, as well as the relevant corrections.

237

238 Table 3. Participant timeline

Staff responsable Task First period Second period Third period
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From July 2020 to 

December 2020

From January 2021 

to September 2022

From September 

2022 to May 2023

Principal investigator 

and sponsors 

Bibliographic search
X

Principal investigator 

and sponsors

Protocol development
X

Principal investigator 

and sponsors

Ethics Commiitee
X

Principal investigator 

and sponsors

Training period
X

Principal investigator Ultrasound study 

performed on the 

sample

X

Principal investigator Data collection X

Statistical analisis X

Principal investigator Writing X

Sponsors Corrections X

239

240 Sample size {14}

241 To calculate the sample size (EPIDAT program) we proposed:

242  Expected sensibility: 78%
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243  Expected specificity: 87%

244  Level of confidence: 95%

245 Table 1. Sample size

246

247

248

249

250

251

252 In order to evaluate ultrasound as a diagnostic test versus neurophysiological study in patients with a high 

253 clinical suspicion of suffering from CTS, expected values of sensitivity and specificity of the ultrasound test of 

254 78% and 87% respectively, a maximum imprecision of 5% and a confidence level of 95% are considered, 

255 resulting in the need to evaluate a minimum of 264 patients with a positive result in the nerve conduction study 

256 as well as a minimum of 174 patients with a negative result, which means a total sample of 438 patients.

257 The calculation was performed using the EPIDAT program.

258

259 Recruitment {15}

260 The patients included in the study will be obtained consecutively through the consultations of the 

261 Neurophysiology Department of the Virgen Macarena Hospital (Seville, Spain), provided that they have clinical 

262 suspicion of CTS.

263

264 Methods: Assignment of interventions (for controlled trials)

265 Sequence generation {16a}

266 Not applicable, since there are no intervention groups. All patients we recruited from the neurophysiology 

267 department of the Vigen Macarena Hospital (Seville, Spain), who underwent an ultrasonography following a 

268 specific protocol.

Precision (%) Sample Size

Positive test Negative

test

Total

5,000 264 174 438
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269 Concealment mechanism {16b}

270 Not applicable, since there are no intervention groups.

271

272 Implementation {16c}

273 Not applicable, since there are no intervention groups.

274

275 Assignment of interventions: Blinding

276 Who will be blinded {17a}

277 Not applicable. This protocol is for an evaluation study of diagnostic tests comparing electroneurography and 

278 ultrasound. Nevertheless, the result of the neurophysiological study will be blinded so the researcher does not 

279 know the expected outcome of the ultrasound.

280

281 Procedure for unblinding if needed {17b}

282 Not applicable. No unblinded procedure will be carried out due to the diagnostic nature of the study.

283

284 Methods: Data collection, management, and analysis 

285 Data collection methods

286 Plans for assessment and collection of outcomes {18a}

287 The means necessary to carry out our study will be a Sonosite ultrasound scanner model X-porte, ultrasound 

288 gel and a computer for data collection in Excel table. We do not need external funding to carry out the study.

289 In order to promote data quality, a training period was included for the researcher in charge of performing the 

290 ultrasounds, it was carried out during the first period of the timeline.

291 On the other hand, when the ultrasound was performed, 3 measurements were made of each parameter, 

292 taking the average of the three of them. 
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293 Of the instruments included in the study, the following should be highlighted:

294  Boston Carpal Tunnel Questionnaire – (BCTQ): 

295 The Boston scale is a validated and self-administered instrument that assesses the impact of CTS on both 

296 symptoms and patient function (13), having demonstrated a statistically significant relationship between AST, 

297 NF, clinical symptoms and hand functionality (14,15). Contrary to the above, Mondelli et al. in 2008 (16) 

298 obtained results when comparing the combination of ultrasound and NF versus BCTQ, finding no relationship 

299 between the questionnaire and the other two tools.

300 However, more publications support the usefulness of BCTQ, being a tool translated into several languages 

301 such as Arabic, Turkish or Japanese (17).

302 Of the tests used in the physical examination the following should be highlight:

303 - Tinel sign: The sensitivity is between 26 and 79% and the specificity is between 40 and 100% (18).

304 - Phalen sign: the sensitivity is between 67 and 83% and the specificity is between 47 and 100% (18,19).

305

306 Plans to promote participant retention and complete follow-up {18b}

307 Not applicable. The data collection is a one-time ultrasound and the are no further revisions or assessments 

308 scheduled after. 

309

310 Data management {19}

311 The data will be entered by one of the two principal investigators, in batches of 50 patients, performing a 

312 subsequent review of the data to ensure that there are no errors when entering them.

313 We will not use the patient’s personal data but the personal health code (NUSHA).

314 The storage will be done in Excel format on a computer and on an external storage system (USB).

315

316 Statistical methods

317 Statistical methods for primary and secondary outcomes {20a}

318 After an initial exploration of the data, quantitative variables are expressed as means and standard deviations 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 19, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.19.23284770doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.19.23284770
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Page 17 of 33

319 or medians and quartiles in case of asymmetric distributions, and qualitative variables as percentages.

320 The calculation of the measures of validity and safety of the ultrasound test as a diagnostic test for CTS: 

321 sensitivity, specificity, predictive values and likelihood ratios, are carried out considering the neurophysiological 

322 study as the reference test (gold standard). 

323 Likewise, the reliability of the ultrasound is analyzed by calculating the degree of agreement between the 

324 diagnoses of the two tests using Cohen's Kappa coefficient. The concordance of both tests with the established 

325 clinical severity is also studied. 

326 The analysis of the ultrasound parameters predictive of CTS is approached univariate with the Student t-test 

327 for two independent samples or Mann-Whitney U test for quantitative variables and with the chi-square test or 

328 non-asymptotic methods for qualitative variables. 

329 Shortly afterwards, a multivariate logistic regression model will be created to try to determine the best subset 

330 of them that predict CTS.

331 Finally, ROC curves will be performed to evaluate cut-off points for certain quantitative ultrasound parameters 

332 that discriminate well against CTS. 

333 Data analysis is performed with SPSS 25.0 statistical software.

334

335 Methods for additional analyses (e.g. subgroup analyses) {20b}

336 Not applicable, no additional analysis will be performed.

337

338 Methods in analysis to handle protocol non-adherence and any statistical methods to 

339 handle missing data {20c}

340 The main analysis will be the concordance between the results of electroneurography and ultrasound in the 

341 diagnosis of CTS. Different parameters will be considered and in case of missing values these will be imputed 

342 by multiple imputation, selecting some of the methods that best suits the data set, these being the Monte Carlo 

343 method and Markov chains (MCMC), the maximum interaction method, monotonic method, linear regression, 

344 predictive mean matching (PMC) among others.

345

346 Methods: Monitoring 
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347 Data monitoring

348 Composition of the data monitoring committee, its role and reporting structure {21a}

349 We did not need a data monitoring committee as a single measurement of the variables will be included in the 

350 study, and the serial collection of the variables was not necessary. Each patient was explored, the 

351 questionnaire was passed to them, and neurophysiology and ultrasound were performed on a single occasion.

352

353 Interim analyses {21b}

354 No interim analysis will be performed.

355

356 Harms {22}

357 Although the diagnostic tests evaluated in this study are harmless for humans, we have to consider the 

358 possibility or adverse effects, and how we will collect them when applying the test throughout the study. 

359 On the one hand, at the end of the ultrasound, we will collect the appearance of any adverse effect by 

360 answering a Yes / No question, and if so, a brief description of it. If the adverse effect come up hours after the 

361 test was carried out, all patients have, in their informed consent copy, an email address of the principal 

362 investigator that they can attend.

363 Regarding the possible side effects derived from the neurophysiological test, being a different department from 

364 Rehabilitation, Regarding the possible side effects derived from the neurophysiological test, being a different 

365 department from Rehabilitation, it is they who manage the appearance of these adverse effects as part of their 

366 daily clinical activity.

367

368 Auditing {23}

369 Of the two main researchers, one of them will carry out the ultrasounds and data collection, while the other 

370 one will carry out the quality control of the study, a well-done data collection, the proper functioning of the 

371 ultrasound system, the appointment of patients, etc.

372
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373 Discussion

374 Ultrasonography allows not only to objectify median nerve alterations but also the underlying pathological 

375 mechanisms in CTS. The median nerve undergoes physiological changes including swelling and edema as it 

376 is compressed within the tunnel, resulting in increased CSA and hypoechogenicity. As the nerve becomes 

377 inflamed, it moves against the flexor retinaculum which becomes bowed, further compressing the nerve. In 

378 advanced CTS, inflammation of the nerve leads to hypervascularisation, which can be detected by Doppler. 

379 In turn, ultrasound can also be useful to assess underlying structural causes of CTS, such as cysts, ganglions 

380 or the presence of other masses invading the tunnel (20). These structural changes that the nerve undergoes 

381 are translated into ultrasound parameters that we can measure, and which position ultrasound as a useful tool 

382 in the study of the syndrome. It is important to note that in early stages, morphology may not be affected, so 

383 in the presence of normal ultrasound findings in patients with suggestive symptoms, we should not exclude 

384 the diagnosis of CTS (21).  

385 Regarding the sensitivity and specificity of ultrasound, in 2009 Beekman and Viser observed a sensitivity of 

386 70-88% and a specificity of 57-100%. In turn, in the meta-analysis carried out by Fowler et al. (22), although 

387 with a debatable methodology, they found similar results, with a combined sensitivity of 80.2% and a specificity 

388 of 78.7% (using neurophysiological testing as a reference). Others give sensitivity figures of 78% and 

389 specificity of 87% (23), with values of up to 94% sensitivity and 98% specificity having been described (24).

390 It should be emphasized that ultrasound is operator dependent (26), therefore good training is very important 

391 to ensure reliability and reproducibility. 

392 If we analyze the ultrasound assessment protocols described to date, there has been much disparity between 

393 scientific publications; like Roll et al. (25), we consider this to be the main reason why there is no standardized 

394 protocol for ultrasound study as a diagnostic test. 

395 The authors Chen et al. (11) proposed an ultrasound assessment protocol that included: 

396  Patient position.

397  Ultrasound parameters: CSA at the entrance and exit of the tunnel, CSA in the distal third of the 

398 forearm, longitudinal view of the nerve, and dynamic tests (when flexing the first finger and when 

399 flexing the rest of the fingers) both to observe changes in the diameter of the nerve without 

400 measurement, and lumbrical tests (to determine whether they invade the tunnel when making a full 
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401 grip).   

402 In our study, we have based ourselves on the general lines described in this protocol, adding other parameters 

403 based on the literature review. 

404 Among the ultrasound parameters analyzed, Duncan et al. were the first to demonstrate the superiority of the 

405 CSA over the other ultrasound parameters (26), although there are authors (27) who have suggested the 

406 superiority of the nerve inflammation ratio over the rest. In turn, Swen et al. established that the optimal atomic 

407 reference for measuring CSA is the entrance of the tunnel at the level of the pisiform (28). 

408 As Hobson-Webb et al. (29) have already stated, a single measurement can result in a false positive, so in our 

409 protocol we have decided to take the mean of 3 consecutive CSA measurements of the median nerve, but not 

410 for the indices or retinaculum ballooning. 

411 Regarding the cut-off point for CSA, a lot of variability is reported in the literature. CSA values have been 

412 reported from as low as 6.5 mm2 (30) to as high as 13 mm2 (31), with sensitivity ranging from 60% (32) to 

413 100% (33) and specificity ranging from 22% to 100%, as well as overall accuracy ranging from 68% (28) to 

414 97.2% (34). 

415 Considered normal limits of nerve CSA range from 7 to 9.4 mm2 (30), and diagnostic values vary from 9 to 15 

416 mm2 (36). This variability is mainly due to the different measurement techniques used between studies. It does 

417 seem clear that the area of the median nerve increases as the syndrome progresses over time (37).

418 Descatha et al. (38) conducted a meta-analysis of 13 articles in 2012 and observed that for a cut-off point 

419 between 7-8.5 mm2 the sensitivity amounted to 94% (0.94 [0.87-1.00]) with a likelihood ratio for the negative 

420 test of 0. 15 [0.08-0.30]; similarly, for a cut-off point between 11.5-13.00 mm2 the specificity amounted to 97% 

421 (0.97 [0.91-1.00]), with a likelihood ratio for the positive test of 8.5 [2.83-25.57]. On this basis, they state that 

422 ultrasonography cannot be considered as an alternative to the neurophysiological study, but it can be used as 

423 a screening tool.

424 Similarly, and in relation to the diagnostic accuracy of the CSA parameter, the most extensive review carried 

425 out in this regard dates from 2012 by Cartwright et al. (39), who reviewed 121 articles and concluded that 

426 ultrasound "probably adds value to nerve conduction studies in the diagnosis of CTS for detecting associated 

427 anatomical alterations” and recommended "using ultrasound as a screening tool to assess structural 

428 alterations in patients with suspected CTS". 
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429 In our study, we included both patients with CTS (confirmed by neurophysiological testing) and patients 

430 considered "healthy" (with negative neurophysiological testing), in order to analyze the ultrasound differences 

431 between the two groups. 

432 Hobson-Webb et al. (29) observed that the CSA in healthy patients was lower than in patients with CTS, with 

433 values of 10 mm2, higher than that reported by authors such as Hammer et al. (35) or Yesildag (40), but similar 

434 to that reported by others such as Nakamichi and Tachibana (41). Similarly, Hobson-Webb et al. also observed 

435 that AST in the forearm differed between healthy (9.8 ± 2.4 mm2) and diseased (6.9 ± 1.6mm2).

436 In relation to the wrist-forearm index, the first to consider this parameter were Hobson-Webb and his team, 

437 who observed that in normal subjects the CSA in the wrist has been described as having the same value as 

438 that of the forearm and hypothesized that the ratio between the two could be a diagnostic alternative (29), on 

439 this basis, the wrist-forearm index should be 1:1. 

440 Both Hobson-Webb et al. (29) and Mhoon et al. (42) observed that values of 1.4 or higher have a high 

441 sensitivity (97-100%) to diagnose CTS and values below 1.4 a high sensitivity (99%) to rule it out, the low 

442 specificity (28%) limiting its use to screening only. 

443 In our study, based on the approach of Hobson-Web et al. (29), we measured CSA at the tunnel entrance and 

444 12 cm from the distal wrist crease. 

445 There are authors who have performed this index using different measurement references (43), so we will not, 

446 at the time, establish a comparison between their findings and those of our study. We took 1.4 as the cut-off 

447 point, as it is the most frequently considered cut-off point.

448 A case-control study conducted by Fu et al. in 2015 (44) performed the entrance-exit index (tunnel entrance 

449 CSA /exit CSA) in patients with clinically suggestive and positive electroneurogram, observing that for index 

450 values greater than or equal to 1.3, a sensitivity of 93% and specificity of 91% is obtained to diagnose CTS. 

451 Like us, they consider that the index can compensate for interexplorer variability when measuring CSA; they 

452 also observed that the index is not related to demographic variables and can be used without a population 

453 condition. In our study we considered a cut-off point of 1.3.

454 Echogenicity is another ultrasound parameter that has been studied in possible relation to the development of 

455 CTS, with a decrease in echogenicity observed as the syndrome progresses (45). Under normal conditions, a 

456 healthy median nerve is observed in transverse plane with high echogenicity, with its fascicles translating into 

457 the so-called "honeycomb" pattern, which is altered especially at the level of compression (46). However, this 
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458 parameter is very subjective even in experienced examiners, and may vary depending on the ultrasound 

459 scanner used, so we have dispensed with this parameter in our study. 

460 In relation to the Doppler tool, its usefulness lies in the fact that in healthy subjects intraneural blood flow has 

461 never been demonstrated, which seems to reflect a pathological condition. It has been observed that Doppler 

462 can detect increased intraneural or epineural vascular flow in patients with CTS, which seems to reinforce the 

463 diagnosis (47), and a correlation has been observed between intraneural flow and CTS severity (48).

464 There are 3 Doppler techniques capable of detecting blood flow: color, power and spectral Doppler. Of these, 

465 power doppler is not affected by compression or alising when detecting blood flow, since blood volume (rather 

466 than velocity) is what is measured. In addition, power doppler is more sensitive when flow is slow (49).

467 When applying the doppler, the position of the wrist is very important, which could also influence blood flow; 

468 the authors Vanderschueren et al. recommend keeping the wrist in a neutral position, avoiding mobilization of 

469 the fingers or provocation tests (50).

470 Mohammadi et al. reported that the presence of color Doppler uptake in the median nerve correlates strongly 

471 with the severity observed in neurophysiological findings (48).

472 Roll et al. (25) developed a model with severity stages based on doppler uptake in patients with CTS; an 8-

473 point system (from 0 to 7) taking the neurophysiological outcome as the gold standard. They mention that the 

474 assessment is more accurate in moderate stages.

475 Superb microvascular imaging (51), which is a pioneering technology in ultrasound that allows real-time blood 

476 flow assessment, developed by Toshiba, has also been described as far superior to the Doppler tool. However, 

477 it is not currently accessible to physicians, and therefore cannot be taken into consideration.

478 Another parameter studied over time has been the thickening of the flexor retinaculum in the proximal region 

479 of the carpal tunnel, the interest being based on the fact that continued inflammation and the consequent 

480 extraneural reactive fibrosis cause a greater thickness of this structure, considered in the pathological range 

481 above 1 mm (52). In any case, in our opinion, like Pardal-Fernández (53), we consider it to be a parameter of 

482 low sensitivity, due to the small size of its dimensions and the consequent variability in measurements.

483 The flattening ratio is a ratio between the transverse and anteroposterior diameters in the intracarpal region, 

484 described within the tunnel. It is a well-regarded parameter (54) and ratios above 3.5-4 are considered 

485 pathological. At the mid-distal level, in the ulnar nerve, some authors have shown that the trapped nerve 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 19, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.19.23284770doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.19.23284770
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Page 23 of 33

486 presents a morphological deformation of its floor, in such a way that it outlines the contour or ridge of the 

487 tendons it contacts, showing a deformity similar to a "triangular" (55), which is produced by the lower physical 

488 resistance of the nerve to the impaction of the tendons, which are more rigid and consistent. In turn, the authors 

489 Lee et al. carried out a prospective case-control study analyzing different ultrasound variables among which 

490 they included the flattening index, but at different levels of the tunnel: at the pisiform, hamate and lunate; they 

491 only obtained a statistically significant difference between both groups in the measurement made at the level 

492 of the hamate (cut-off point 3. 2+/-0.4 P<0.05) (56); these same results were found by Tai et al. in a meta-

493 analysis carried out in 2012 (57). In any case, some authors did not find cost-effectiveness in this parameter 

494 (58). We have included it in our parameters and hope to clarify its usefulness.

495 The flexor retinaculum may bulge as a result of increased intracarpal pressure. The buckling of the flexor 

496 retinaculum, in most CTSs, is usually not important considering the low elasticity of this structure, especially if 

497 it is also fibrosed. It is observed more in the distal third, at the level of the hamate bone, and is established by 

498 determining the distance from the crossing of the line that joins the upper edge of the trapezium bone with that 

499 of the hamate bone, with the line that goes from the floor, the large bone, to the highest point of the vault of 

500 the retinaculum or anteroposterior diameter. It is considered pathological if it is greater than 2 mm (52), 

501 although some consider it to be 3.7 mm (55). In any case and taking into account that the image at this point 

502 is not usually good, these findings are not very conclusive due to their low reproducibility. We have included 

503 this parameter in our measurements, finding it useful based on the literature analyzed and hoping to clarify the 

504 best cut-off point.

505 Another of the ultrasound parameters described in the literature is the overall dimension of the tunnel (43), 

506 understood as the ratio between the scaphoid-pisiform distance and the distance from the flexor retinaculum 

507 to the lunate; a more square morphology has been described in patients with CTS compared to healthy patients 

508 (43). This parameter, although included in the literature, has not been studied or taken into account as much 

509 as others, so we have not included it in our study in order to propose a protocol that is as useful and simple 

510 as possible for its application in clinical practice.

511 The mobility patterns of the nerve in patients with CTS have also been analyzed. The authors Kuo et al. (59) 

512 studied the transverse gliding patterns of the median nerve during finger movement, analyzing dynamic images 

513 to distinguish between healthy subjects and affected patients; they also proposed a formula to be integrated 

514 into the ultrasound software for assessment.
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515 Chen et al. (11) also included in their protocol a "stress test" when flexing the first finger and when flexing the 

516 rest of the fingers (changes in the diameter of the nerve without measuring) as well as the lumbrical test (to 

517 determine whether they invade the tunnel when performing a full grip). We found the performance and 

518 assessment of these tests to be highly dependent on the experience of the examiner, which is why we have 

519 dispensed with dynamic tests in the development of our protocol. 

520 The last two "items" that we analyzed in our study are, on the one hand, the search for anatomical alterations 

521 that may compress the median nerve as it passes through the tunnel (ganglions, tendonitis, etc.), since 

522 ultrasound allows easy detection of anatomical alterations of the nerve (41). In our study, as described above, 

523 we performed a scan of the image in both the transverse and longitudinal planes, covering all structures from 

524 lateral to medial. 

525 On the other hand, we assessed the presence of nerve grimacing in the longitudinal plane, to identify whether 

526 there is a specific point of compression. In general, the nerve increases in size immediately after the 

527 compression zone.

528 Other variables included in our study are demographic variables; it is in our interest to analyze whether there 

529 is a predisposition to suffer from CTS in certain subjects according to their baseline characteristics. This has 

530 been studied previously (60, 61), and it has been observed that weight is directly related to the presence of 

531 the syndrome.

532 We have included the BCTQ scale, a validated, self-administered instrument that assesses the impact of CTS 

533 on both symptoms and patient function (62), and a statistically significant relationship has been demonstrated 

534 between CSA, NPT score, clinical symptoms and hand function (14, 15). Contrary to this, Mondelli et al. in 

535 2008 (16) found no relationship when comparing the combination of ultrasound and NPT score versus BCTQ. 

536 However, there are more publications that support the usefulness of the BCTQ, being a tool translated into 

537 several languages such as Arabic, Turkish or Japanese (17).

538 When comparing neurophysiological studies versus ultrasound, although the former offer 85% sensitivity and 

539 95% specificity in the diagnosis of CTS, they are invasive and unpleasant for the patient (12); recent literature 

540 has shown that patients themselves have a preference for ultrasound over nerve conduction studies (62).

541 Although the specificity of neurophysiological tests is high, there is significant variability in their sensitivity (56-

542 85%) which can translate into false negative results between 10-20% of patients (39) and false positives 

543 between 16-34% (22). Other authors report an NPT sensitivity of 88% and specificity of 93% (54).
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544  Seror in his 2008 review concluded that there is no "competition" between ultrasound and NPTs, but rather a 

545 complementarity between the two tests (63). 

546 Although ultrasound may not replace neurophysiological testing as the gold standard for confirmation, authors 

547 Fowler and Gaughan suggest that it could be proposed as a first-line tool (22); they add that the best 

548 candidates for ultrasound are those with high prior probability based on examination and reported 

549 symptomatology.

550 Several authors (38,39) propose ultrasound as an initial screening test, leaving nerve conduction for definitive 

551 diagnosis.

552 The use of ultrasound as a diagnostic tool in CTS has many advantages for both the physician and the patient. 

553 It is a non-invasive, convenient, and fast tool, and ultrasound equipment is becoming increasingly cheaper, 

554 making it more accessible to the healthcare system (20).

555

556 Ethics and dissemination

557 Research ethics approval {24}

558 This study has been approved by the Andalusian Biomedical Research Ethics Committee (Comité de Ética de 

559 la Investigación Biomédica de Andalucía). Written informed consent will be obtained from all participants 

560 before entering in the study.

561

562 Protocol amendments {25}

563 We will communicate it by email with the relevant parts, as the secondary investigators or the statistician.

564

565 Consent or assent {26a}

566 The patients included in the study will be obtained consecutively through the consultations of the 

567 Neurophysiology Department of the Virgen Macarena Hospital (Seville), provided that they have clinical 

568 suspicion of CTS. These patients will be invited to participate in the study and will be asked to sign the informed 

569 consent form, which reflects the documentary commitment to confidentiality and safeguards in the treatment 

570 of their data by the researchers, as well as information on what their participation in the study will consist of.
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571

572 Additional consent provisions for collection and use of participant data and biological 

573 specimens {26b}

574 Not applicable, as these will not be collected.

575

576 Confidentiality {27}

577 In order to protect participants personal information, we did not use their names, but their personal health code 

578 called “NUSHA” (e.g.: AN0123456789).

579

580 Declaration of interests {28}

581 The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest 

582

583 Access to data {29}

584 Only the two main investigators will have access to the final trial dataset as well as the statistician who will 

585 handles the database.

586

587 Ancillary and post-trial care {30}

588 Being the echography an innocuous test, we do not stand any provision for post-trial test. Not applicable.

589

590 Dissemination policy

591 Dissemination plans {31a}

592 The trial results will be communicated to the scientific community through journal as well as communications 

593 at scientific meetings or congresses. As for the patients participating in the trial, again within the informed 

594 consent they will have an email address to contact with in case they want to know the results; this way we do 

595 not bother those participants who do not want to know the results.

596
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597 Authors’ contributions {31b}

598 MPMC is the principal investigator, having developed the idea and protocol with the help of the research team. 

599 She will be responsible for collecting the sample. MRPD led the study proposal and developed the protocol, 

600 being the main methodologist. ASJS participated in the development of the protocol until the final version was 

601 reached. MAL facilitated the collection of the sample by performing the neurophysiological tests in the first 

602 stage, and by bringing the patients to the principal investigator. In turn, she provided the neurophysiological 

603 protocol used to be included in the manuscript. GJJ facilitated the collection of the sample by performing the 

604 neurophysiological tests at an early stage, getting the patients to the principal investigator.  

605

606 Plans to give access to the full protocol, participant level-data and statistical code 

607 {31c}

608 The full study protocol can be accessed by contacting the trial team at (e-mail). Anonymized participants level 

609 data and statistical codes used for the analysis are available on request and subject to data sharing 

610 agreements. Data sharing may only be possible after relevant embedded trials have been published.

611

612 Trial status

613 This protocol is version 4 after several corrections and modifications based on the most recently published 

614 literature. We will start recruitment in January 2021 and expect to complete it in 2023.

615

616 Abbreviations

617  CSA: Cross sectional area.

618  AAEM: American Association of Electrodiagnostic Medicine.

619  BCTQ : Boston Carpal Tunnel Questionnaire 

620  CTS: Carpal Tunnel Syndrome.

621  NPT: Neurophysiological test.

622
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