Supplementary appendix

Table S2: QUADAS-2 assessment of risk of bias and applicability concerns
	Study [Ref], year
	Patient selection
	Index test
	Reference standard
	Flow and timing

	
	1. 

Was a retrospective (non-consecutive) inclusion of patients avoided?


	2. 

Were inappropriate exclusions avoided?
	3. 

Was a case-control design avoided?
	4.

Did the included patients match the review question?
	5. 

Were endoscopists blinded to the final diagnosis?
	6. 

Was the reference standard likely to correctly classify the target condition?
	7. 

Was partial verification of patients with a non-diagnostic or non-malignant EBUS avoided?


	8. 

Was differential verification of patients with a non-diagnostic or non-malignant EBUS avoided?
	9. 

Were exclusions due to missing reference standard results avoided?
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