Table I3. Individual study quality ratings in patients considered to have low to intermediate pretest risk for CAD

	Methodological Principle
	
	Litt 201219
	Miller 201120
	Poon 201324
	Goldstein 201121
	Goldstein 200723
	Cheezum 201125
	Hamilton-Craig

201422
	Nielsen

2011/201326, 27

	Study design
	Randomized controlled trial
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	Prospective cohort study
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	Retrospective cohort study
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	Administrative database study
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Registry study
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Case-control
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Case-series
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Random sequence generation*
	
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Unclear
	NA

	Statement of concealed allocation*
	
	No
	No
	NA
	Yes
	Unclear
	NA
	No
	NA

	Analysis according to random assignment*
	
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	Yes
	Unclear
	NA
	Yes
	NA

	Independent or blinded outcome assessment 
	
	Unclear
	Unclear
	Unclear
	Yes
	No
	Unclear
	Unclear
	Unclear

	Patients comparable at baseline on key CAD risk factors
	
	Yes
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Prespecified threshold or definition for a positive test
	
	Yes
	Unclear
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes

	Attrition (≤ 20% overall; ≤ 10% difference between groups)
	
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Overall, Yes

Differential, Unclear
	Yes

	Comparable followup time or accounting for time at risk
	
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Unclear

	Controlling for possible confounding†
	
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	Yes
	No

	Full reporting on pre-specified outcomes
	
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Unclear

	Overall Quality Rating
	
	Fair
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Fair
	Fair
	Fair
	Fair


CAD = coronary artery disease; NA = not applicable

*Applies only to randomized controlled trials

†Groups must be comparable on baseline characteristics or evidence of control for confounding presented (e.g. by restriction, matching, statistical methods)

Unclear indicates that it could not be determined from the information provided whether or not the criterion was met. 
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