Supplementary material B: QUADAS-2 risk of bias assessment.
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	1. 

Was a retrospective 

(non-consecutive) 

inclusion of patients 

avoided?
	2. 

Were inappropriate

exclusions avoided?
	3. 

Was a case-control 

design avoided?
	4. 

Were endoscopists blinded to the final diagnosis?
	5. 

Is the reference standard likely to correctly classify the target condition?
	6. 

Was partial verification of patients with a non-diagnostic or non-malignant EUS avoided?
	7. 

Was differential verification of patients with a non-diagnostic or non-malignant EUS avoided?
	8. 

Were exclusions due to missing reference standard results avoided?
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