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Table S1. Frequency and percentage of endometriosis subtypes in the study sample

Endometriosis ? Total (N = 248)
Superficial 51 (20.6%)
Deep 180 (72.6%)
Ovarian 81 (32.7%)

Abbreviations: N, sample size.

Notes:

 Patients may have at least one endometriosis lesion. Endometriosis subtypes have been described

separately. Values are given in frequency (percentage).



Table S2. Number and size of endometriomas in participants with surgical diagnosis

Variables ? N =36
Number of endometriomas lesions
Mean + SD 1.5+13
Minimum-maximum [1to 7]
Maximum size of all endometriomas lesions (1072 m)
Mean + SD 5+£3.0
Minimum-maximum [1to11.0]
Median (IQR) 528-7)
Sum of the size of all endometriomas lesions (1072 m)
Mean + SD 6+4.5
Minimum-maximum [1to 16.0]
Median (IQR) 6(2.8-9)
Mean of the size of all endometriomas lesions (102 m)
Mean + SD 528
Minimum-maximum [1to 10.0]
Median (IQR) 522-6)

Abbreviations: N, sample size; SD, standard deviation; IQR, interquartile range.

Notes:

 Variables are indicated at participant level.



Figure S1-S6 legends. Subgroup analyses of the mean difference in pain intensity of patients
with endometrioma compared to those with other types of endometriosis regarding potential

modification factors.

Abbreviations: CI, Confidence interval.
Notes:

B denotes the linear regression coefficient (mean difference in pain symptom score between

individuals with endometriomas and those without endometriomas).

The modification factors are the diagnosis method (imaging modalities/histology), concurrent pain
symptoms (1-4/5-6), comorbid infertility (yes/no), presence of adenomyosis (yes/no), presence of
fibroma (yes/no), moderate depression symptoms (yes/no), moderate anxiety symptoms (yes/no),

pain catastrophizing (yes/no) and central component of pain (yes/no).

The P value for each factor was used for determining the association between the pain intensity
and the presence of endometrioma (modification factor if P < 0.05; not otherwise), allowing to
compare the mean difference between modification factor levels. For each level of each factor, the
mean difference in the pain intensity between patients with endometriomas and those with other
types of endometriosis is indicated by the blue square (point estimate value), with the 95%

confidence interval delimited by the black horizontal solid line.

The vertical black dashed line represents the null value (zero) of the mean difference, indicating
that the mean difference is significantly different from zero when the confidence interval does not

include zero (equivalent to p < 0.05; not shown here).

The models were adjusted for age, body mass index (kg/m?), ethnicity, age of menarche, parity,
education level, employment status, marital status, annual income, hormone use in the last three
months, and each modification factor using an interaction term with the endometriosis type

variable.

Stars highlight p-values less than 0.05.



Superficial dyspareunia
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Figure S1. Subgroup analyses of mean difference in superficial dyspareunia intensity of
patients with endometrioma compared to those with other types of endometriosis regarding

potential modification factors.



Chronic pelvie pain

Modification factor B [95%CI] P-value
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Figure S2. Subgroup analyses of mean difference in chronic pelvic pain intensity of patients

with endometrioma compared to those with other types of endometriosis regarding potential



Deep dyspareunia
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Figure S3. Subgroup analyses of mean difference in deep dyspareunia intensity of patients
with endometrioma compared to those with other types of endometriosis regarding potential

modification factors.



Lower back pain
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Figure S4. Subgroup analyses of mean difference in lower back pain intensity of patients
with endometrioma compared to those with other types of endometriosis regarding potential

modification factors.



Dysmenorrhea
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Figure S5. Subgroup analyses of mean difference in dysmenorrhea intensity of patients with
endometrioma compared to those with other types of endometriosis regarding potential

modification factors.



Dyschezia
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Figure S6. Subgroup analyses of mean difference in dyschezia intensity of patients with
endometrioma compared to those with other types of endometriosis regarding potential

modification factors.
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Figure S7. Impaired quality of life and severe pain symptoms of patients with

endometriomas compared to those with other lesions of endometriosis.

Abbreviations: OR, odd radios; CI, Confidence interval.
Notes:

OR denotes the odds of a given outcome (impaired quality of life or severe pain symptom)
occurring in the presence of endometriomas compared to the odds of that outcome in the absence

of endometriomas.



Noutcomes denotes the number of patients or individuals which had the outcome in a particular group
whilst Ngroup denotes the total number of people in that group. “E;” denotes endometrioma group,

and “Eo”, non-endometrioma group.

The quality of life is evaluated using the validated Endometriosis Health Profile-30 (EHP-30)
questionnaire pain subscale. The EHP-30 score is categorized as impaired (score > 75th centile of
EHP-30 score population distribution) or best (score < 75th centile of EHP-30 score population
distribution) quality of life.

Pain symptoms are evaluated using an 11-point numerical rating scale (NRS). Scores ranged from
0 (indicating no pain) to 10 (indicating worst pain imaginable). The pain NRS scores are

categorized as mild-moderate (1-6) or severe (7-10).

The vertical black dashed line represents the null value of the odd ratios (1), indicating an odd ratio

significantly different from 1 when its confidence interval does not include it (equivalent to p <

0.05).

The odds ratios are indicated by the blue squares (point estimates values) with their 95%

confidence interval delimited by the black horizontal solid lines.
The models are adjusted for age, body mass index (kg/m?), ethnicity, age of menarche, parity,
education level, employment status, marital status, annual income, and hormone use in the last

three months.
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