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Sensitivity (95% Cl)

Walker et al. 1.00 (0.96-1.00
Kanchanabat et al. 1.00 (0.63-1.00
Pisano et al. 0.82 (0.73-0.89
Farshid et al. 0.98 (0.93-1.00
Gent et al. 0.98 (0.87-1.00
Wanebo et al. 099 (0.96-1.00
Apestegu'a et al. 1.00 (0.16-1.00
Ishikawa et al. 0.98 (0.94-0.99
Leifland et al. 0.89 (0.85-0.91
Sauer et al.32 0.89 (0.86-0.92
Wang et al. 094 (0.89-0.98

Pooled Sensitivity = 0.92 (0.91 to 0.93)
Chi-square = 71.53; df = 10 (p = 0.0000)
Inconsistency (I-square) = 86.0 %

Specificity (95% ClI)

Walker et al. 0.63 (0.44-0.80
Kanchanabat et al. 0.67 (0.50-0.81
Pisano et al. 0.55 (0.50-0.61
Farshid et al. 0.84 (0.81-0.86
Gentetal. 0.74 (0.66-0.81
Wanebo et al. 0.85 (0.77-0.91
Apestegu’a et al. 0.75 (0.67-0.82
Ishikawa et al. 0.80 (0.74-0.85
Leifland et al. 0.42 (0.30-0.55
Sauer et al.32 0.80 (0.75-0.83
Wang et al. 0.92 (0.82-0.97

Pooled Specificity = 0.77 (0.75to 0.78)
Chi-square = 163.02; df = 10 (p = 0.0000)
Inconsistency (l-square) = 93.9 %



