Diagnostic performance of CCP tests in RA / L. Mathsson Alm et al.

Supplementary data

Clinical and Experimental Rheumatology 2017

Identification

Eligibility

Included

Records identified through
electronic searches
(n =3895)

Records after duplicates
removed
(n= 3100)

REVIEW

Records screened
(n=3100)

Records excluded

(n =2847)

Full-text articles assessed for
eligibility
(n=253)

Full-text articles excluded (total n = 170)
+ No manufacturers cut-off (n = 58)
* No sensitivity value or no specificity

Studies included in qualitative
synthesis
(n=83)

value (n =53)
¢ No manufacturer (n=22)
* NotDA(n=11)
* NotACR(n=9)
* Wrong patient population (n = 4)
¢ NotCCP(n=4)
* Wrong language (n = 3)
* Other(n=6)

Supplementary Fig. S1 PRISMA flow for
the systematic literature review of CCP test
diagnostic accuracy

REFERENCE STANDARD

INDEX TEST

m Low ™ High ® Unclear
FLOW AND TIMING

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Proportion of studies with low, high or unclear Proportion of studies with low, high, or unclear

RISK of BIAS

CONCERNS regarding APPLICABILITY

Supplementary Fig. S2. Risk of bias and applicability concerns graph: review authors’ judgements
about each domain presented as percentages across included studies.




