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S6 File. Pooled estimates of sensitivity and specificity for the tests evaluated for the diagnosis of schistosomiasis in Brazil

1. Pooled estimates of sensitivity and specificity of SEA-ELISA (a,b) and SWAP-ELISA (c,d)
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b
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2011, Frota 191
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Heterogeneity: 1?>=0.605

d
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2006, Gongalves 139
2012, Carneiro 132
2021, Oyeyemi 29

Random effects model
Heterogeneity: 1°=0.829

Legend. SEA-ELISA: sensitivity (a) and specificity (b); SWAP-ELISA: sensitivity (c) and specificity (d).
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2016, Coelho 1.00
2016, Siqueira 25.00
2017, Ferreira 15.00
2018, Lindholz 47.00
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2019, Souza 23.00
2020, Sousa 25.00
2021, Bezerrra 53.00
2023, Pieri 340.00
Random effects model
Heterogeneity: 1>=85
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2018, Lindholz 40
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Random effects model
Heterogeneity: 1°=0.922
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2016, Coelho 66.00
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2017, Ferreira 206.87
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2020, Sousa 132.00
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Heterogeneity: 1°=0.963
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2018, Lindholz 259
2018, Oliveira 114
2019, Grenfell 22
2019, Souza 328
2020, Sousa 140
2021, Bezerrra 54
2023, Pieri 1185
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Heterogeneity: 1?=0.950

2. Pooled estimates of sensitivity and specificity for POC-CCA considering trait as positive (a,b) and as negative (c,d)
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Legend. POC-CCA (positive trait): sensitivity (a) and specificity (b); POC-CCA (negative trait): sensitivity (c) and specificity (d).
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3. Pooled estimates of sensitivity and specificity of conventional PCR (a, b), PCR-ELISA (c, d), real-time PCR (e, f) and LAMP (g, h) for the diagnosis
of schistosomiasis in Brazil.
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Legenda.

Legend. Conventional PCR: sensitivity (a) and specificity (b); PCR-ELISA: sensitivity (c) and specificity (d); Real-time PCR: sensitivity (e) and specificity
(f); LAMP: sensitivity (g) and specificity (h)
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4. Pooled estimates of sensitivity and specificity of the TF-Test (a,b) for the diagnosis of schistosomiasis in Brazil
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