Figure S1: 



[bookmark: _GoBack]Figure S1: With the likelihood ratio of the applied algorithm after error analysis being 8.436 we can calculate the precision at difference levels of prevalence of inclusion. The application of the machine learning algorithm to this systematic review which has a 14% inclusion prevalence, we can calculate the precision to be 55.9%. If the inclusion prevalence of a hypothetical review would be 5%, the precision would be approximately 30% which is poor. Therefore the utility of applying this machine learning approach to systematic reviews with different inclusion perveances needs to be considered. 
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