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1. The diagnostic question is clinically relevant with an established criterion standard.  
    
    Comment: Add text here

2. The search for studies was detailed and exhaustive.  
		
3. The methodological quality of primary studies were assessed for common forms of  
     diagnostic research bias.  
							
4. The assessments of studies were reproducible. 

5.  There was low heterogeneity for estimates of sensitivity or specificity.  

6.  The summary diagnostic accuracy is sufficiently precise to improve upon existing clinical 
     decision making models.	
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