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Figure legend

eFigure 1. Assessment of methodological quality based on the QUADAS-2 method
(patient selection, index test, reference standard, and timing flow) for each study
(upper) and all the combining studies (bottom). Risk of bias summary and
applicability concerns assessments: green, low risk; red, high risk; and yellow, unclear
risk.

eFigure 2. Forest plots of pooled sensitivity specificity for single-field NMFP in DR
detection with 95% Cls.

eFigure 3. Publication bias of the included studies.
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