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The ROC curve
represents the
relationship
between sensitivity
and specificity of
the test at various
thresholds
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-‘1 Forest plot

Study TP FP FH TN Sensitivity Specificity Sensitivity Specificity
Allan 2004 0 1 1 123 0.00[0.00, 055 0.99[0.96 1.00) = u
Becker 2003 B 12 7 62 046[019 0748 0.84[0.73, 091] — & —
Bretagne 1993 14 & 4 18 078[0.52 0584 0.73[0.456 0.93] — & —
Challier 2004 20 8 6 35 077[0.86, 081 0.80[0.645, 0.90] — —i—
Kawazu 2004 4 4 134 064[0.31,0858) 0.487[0.93, 099 & 4
WMaertens 2002 11 7 2 80 085([0.55 088 0.82[0.84, 0.97 — —&
harr 2004 13 11 11 32 0454[0.33,074] 0.74[0.58, 0.86] —— —i—
Fereira 2004 1T 9 0 29 1.00[0.05,1.000 0.76[0.60,0.89] i —i—
Finel 2003 17 17 17 786 0.480([0.32, 0.68]) 0.83[0.497, 0.95) —— u
Ulusakarya 2000 16 11 0 108 1.00[0.83,1.00) 0.91 [0.84, 0.95] —_— :_.!: I :_':
00204060831 0020406081
2 \m B3 Add as Figure Cancel
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