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PRIMARY CARE  

1 study (Carnero-Pardo 2013) 
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11 studies (Bastide 2012; Callahan 2002; Goncalves 2011; 
Flicker 1997; Hancock 2011; Knaefelc 2003; Kukull 1994; 
Mathuranath 2000; Nielsen 2013; Postel-Vinay 2014; Sager 
2006) 
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0.81) 

0.91 (0.83, 
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ALL EVIDENCE POOLED  

12 studies (Bastide 2012; Callahan 2002; Carnero-Pardo 2013; 
Flicker 1997; Goncalves 2011; Hancock 2011; Knaefelc 2003; 
Kukull 1994; Mathuranath 2000; Nielsen 2013; Postel-Vinay 
2014; Sager 2006) 
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Notes on risk of bias 

Kukull 1994: It is unclear whether the index test results were interpreted without knowledge of the results of the reference standard; multiple pre-specified cut offs were used to determine the optimal 
cut off; the index test result was known during the reference standard diagnosis.  
Flicker 1997: Due to non-pre-specification of test thresholds; large number of patients excluded from study; lack of clarity about patient groups included in the analysis and whether the reference 
standard results were interpreted without knowledge of the results of the index test. 
Callahan 2002: It was unclear whether a consecutive or random sample of patients was enrolled in the study; whether the index and reference tests were independent of each other and the test 
threshold was not pre-specified. 
Knaefelc 2003: Unclear whether all patients were included in the analysis; unclear interval between index and reference tests; lack of a pre-specified threshold. 
Goncalves 2011: The reference diagnosis was not independent of the index tests; optimised test thresholds were used.  
Goncalves 2011: The reference diagnosis was not independent of the index tests; optimised test thresholds were used.  
Hancock 2011: Optimised test threshold.  
Bastide 2012: Optimised test cut-offs used. 
Carnero-Pardo 2013: Multiple test thresholds were used 
Nielsen 2013: The study selected some participants on the basis of immigrant background and excluded non-immigrants during this time period; the people with immigrant backgrounds were 
significantly younger than Danish-born participants; the test threshold was not pre-specified.  
Postel-Vinay 2014: Optimised cut-off was used; the study was not downgraded for exclusions as <10% population was excluded 
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