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RISK of BIAS CONCERNS regarding APPLICABILITY

ON-LINE FIG 1. Quality Assessment of the Diagnostic Accuracy Studies-2 criteria for the included studies.

o o o
8 8 8
8 4 8 4 8 4
5 s o
8 8 3 o
S \ 8 4 S -
2 Y o o
b
9
- Y = o
s k. S s
5o L o 5w 5 2 o
g S Y g o g o
g o '\_ 2 o g o
g k- 3 5
[ % [} ]
A
o L ~ : ®
= i I { ]
S - a 4 S -
5 =5 ¢ c
o
\ .
= A e . 4 @
5 . A g o} g | 5
e T T T T T L — e T T T T T e T T T T T
-0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.10 0.20 0.30 0.40 0.50 0.00 0.10 0.20 0.30 0.40

A Proportion B Proportion C Proportion

ON-LINE FIG 2. Funnel plots for the visual assessment of publication bias. A, Pooled proportion for nondiagnostic results on CNB. B, Pooled
proportion for inconclusive results on CNB. C, Pooled proportion for malignancy on CNB.
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