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Appendix P: Diagnosis evidence tables & GRADE

AD versus FTD

99mTc-HMPAO SPECT
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Notes on risk of bias

Launes 1991: Subgroup analysis used with >10% study population excluded.

Velakoulis 1997: Subgroup analysis where >10% study population excluded and it was unclear whether: the index test results were interpreted without knowledge of the results of the reference
standard; the index test threshold was pre-specified or the reference standard results interpreted without knowledge of the results of the index test.

Boutoleau-Bretonniere 2012: Loss to follow up of 6/69 patients; unclear about consecutive versus random enrolment of patients; reference diagnosis made at 24 month follow up with index tests
carried out at baseline and again at 24 months in some cases; subgroup analysis used with >10% study population discarded
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