Individual classification considering the quality assessment of studies of
diagnostic performance included in systematic reviews (QUADAS-2) tool for
accuracy studies (a and b) and a modified Newcastle-Ottawa tool for cohort

studies (c)
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b) Activity assessment (accuracy)
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T Instead of using the final classification by points, we determined the risk of bias according to each domain. This
system identifies the low risk of bias using stars. If the most part of the stars had been awarded for the domain
(selection=4*%, comparability=2*, exposure=3*), the study was classified as having low risk of bias considering this

aspect.



