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Supplementary file 2. Forest plots and Hierarchical Summary Receiver Operating
Characteristic (HSROC) plots for three categorisations of RHD; any RHD (definite or
borderline), definite RHD only and borderline RHD only.

*All plots were generated using the Review Manager (RevMan) software package, version 5.3
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Fig 1. Forest plot of sensitivity and specificity of handheld echocardiography for any RHD
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Fig 2. Summary ROC plot of sensitivity versus specificity of handheld echocardiography for

any RHD
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Definite RHD:

Study TP FP FN
Beaton (2014) 25 4 16
Beaton (2015) 46 158 1
Mirabel (2015) 14 106 1
Ploutz (2016) 10 194 1
Zuhlke (2016) 12 0 1

TN Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% CI) Sensitivity (95% Cl)

80
1076
1062

719

62

0.61[0.45, 0.76]
0.98[0.89, 1.00]
0.93 [0.68, 1.00]
0.91[0.59, 1.00]
0.92 [0.64, 1.00]

Specificity (95% CI)

0.95 [0.88, 0.99)] —a— -
0.87 [0.85, 0.89] - m
0.91[0.89, 0.93] —= =
0.79[0.76, 0.81] — u
1.00[0.94,1.00) |, , | —— /& -

00204060810 02040608 1

Fig 3. Forest plot of sensitivity and specificity of handheld echocardiography for definite

RHD
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Fig 4. Summary ROC plot of sensitivity versus specificity of handheld echocardiography for

definite RHD
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Borderline RHD:

Study TP FP FN TN Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl) Sensitivity (95% CI)  Specificity (95% Cl)
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Fig 5. Forest plot of sensitivity and specificity of handheld echocardiography for borderline
RHD
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Fig 6. Summary ROC plot of sensitivity versus specificity of handheld echocardiography for
borderline RHD
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