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プレゼンター
プレゼンテーションのノート
2011年、QUADAS-2が発表されています。

QUADAS-2: a revised tool for the quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy studies.

Ann Intern Med. 2011 Oct 18;155(8):529-36.
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QUADAS-2

Figure 3. Suggested graphical display for QUADAS-2 results.

Annals of Internal Medicine | ResearcH AND REPORTING METHODS

QUADAS-2: A Revised Tool for the Quality Assessment of Diagnostic

Accuracy Studies

Penny F. Whiting, PhD; Anne W 5. Rutjes, PhD; Marie E. Westwood, PhD; Susan Mallett, PhD; Jonathan J. Deeks, PhD;

Joh B. Reit

and the QUADAS-2 Group*

In 2003, the QUADAS tool for systematic reviews of diagnostic
accuracy studies was developed. Experience, anecdotal re-
ports, and feedback suggested areas for improvement; there-
fore, QUADAS-2 was developed. This tool comprises 4 do-
mains: patient selection, index test, reference standard, and
flow and timing. Each domain is assessed in terms of risk of
bias, and the first 3 domains are also assessed in terms of
concerns regarding applicability. Signalling questions are in-
cluded to help judge risk of bias.

MD, PhD; Mariska M.G. Leeflang, PhD; Jonathan A.C. Steme, PhD; Patrick M.M. Bossuyt, PhD;

The QUADAS-2 tool is applied in 4 phases: summarize the
review question, tailor the tool and produce review-specific guid-
ance, construct a flow diagram for the primary study, and judge
bias and applicability. This tool will allow for more transparent
rating of bias and applicability of primary diagnostic accuracy studies.

Ann Intern Med. 2011;155:529-536. wiw.annals.org
For author affiliations, see end of text.
* For members of the QUADAS-2 Group, see the Appendix (available at

www.annals.org).

http://www.annals.org/content/155/8/529.full.pdf+html
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QUADAS-2

Phase 1: State the review question:

Patients (setting, intended use of index test, presentation, prior testing):

Index test(s): \

Reference standard and target condition:

Phase 2: Draw a flow diagram for the primary study

Phase 3: Risk of bias and applicability judgments

QUADAS-2 is structured so that 4 key domains are each rated in terms of the risk of bias and
the concern regarding applicability to the research question {as defined above). Each key
domain has a set of signalling questions to help reach the judgments regarding bias and
applicability.

DOMAIN 1: PATIENT SELECTION
A. Risk of Bias

Describe methods of patient selection:

%+ Was a consecutive or random sample of patients enrolled? Yes/No/Unclear '

%+ Was a case-control design avoided? Yes/No/Unclear

% Did the study avoid inappropriate exclusions? Yes/No/Unclear
Could the selection of patients have introduced bias? RISK: LOW/HIGH/UNCLEAR

B. Concerns regarding applicability

Describe included patients (prior testing, presentation, intended use of index test and setting):

Is there concern that the included patients do not match CONCERN: LOW/HIGH/UNCLEAR
the review auestion?



http://bmg.cochrane.org/sites/bmg.cochrane.org/files/uploads/QUADAS-2 Web Supplement.pdf
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