Appendix 2:  Other observations incident to review
	Authors
	Sample
Size 
	Bias within study
	Effect Size, sensitivity, specificity and F1
	Country of Origin (where was the study conducted?)
	Statistics Used

	Guo, et al.
	165
	Germany only (selection bias)
	sensitivity of 89.36% and a specificity of 79.17%
	Germany
	independent Student’s t-test or Mann-Whitney U-test

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kirbas, et al.
	80
	Turkey only (selection bias)
	not reported
	Turkey
	The normality of the distribution for all variables was assessed by the Kolmogorov–Smirnov test. Student t test was used for normally distributed variables and the Mann–Whitney U test was used for nonparametric variables.
	

	Wang, et al.
	181
	China only (selection bias)
	87.12% specificity and 81.25% sensitivity
	China
	BN analysis
	

	Munro, et al.
	202
	US only (selection bias)
	significant intraclass correlations
(mean = .74; range: 0.55–0.91)
	US
	Bradley-Blackwood (BB) Procedure used to examine the bias between the testing formats by simultaneously testing the equality of means and equality of variances; if the BB procedure resulted in a significant result, both the paired t test (significant result indicating that means are biased) and the Pitman Test (significant results indicating that variances are biased) were examined to determine the source of bias. Bland-Altman plots used to explore magnitude of mean differences. 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Zou, et al.
	40
	China only (selection bias), 58% female (sample bias)
	not reported
	China
	independent sample t-test 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Collij, et al.
	260
	Netherlands only (selection bias)
	not reported
	Netherlands
	not reported
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Hornberger, et al.
	 
	US only (selection bias)
	 
	US
	 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Zhou, et al.
	30
	US only (selection bias)
	strong effect size
	US
	Analysis of variance, Mann-Whitney U tests, and χ 2 tests were used for between-group comparison according to the scale of the investigated variable and the distribution of the data. Analysis of covariance was employed to compare difference between groups for iTMT tests with and without adjustment for age, BMI, and education level. Sidak adjustment for pairwise comparison used for post-hoc analysis. Test-reliability was assessed using interclass correlation.
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Ashton, et al.
	160
	Swedent only (selection bias)
	not reported
	Sweden
	not reported
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Babiloni, et al.
	83
	Italy only (selection bias), older patients only (sample bias), 82% male (sample bias)
	a sensitivity of 90%, a specificity of 73.3%, an
accuracy of 81.7%, and 0.86 of the AUROC curve
	Italy
	ANOVA, The degrees of freedom were corrected by the Greenhouse-Geisser procedure when appropriate.
Duncan test was used for post-hoc comparisons
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Jones, et al.
	284
	US only (selection bias)
	not reported
	US
	t-test used to compare least-squares means of log tau PET standardized uptake value ratios (SUVR)
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lee, et al.
	1342
	Korea only (selection bias)
	sensitivity of 87.1% and specificity of 93.3%
	Korea
	Chi-square, Fisher’s exact or Student’s t-tests.
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lowe, et al.
	687
	US only (selection bias)
	not reported
	US
	hierarchical clustering
	

	Fotuhi, et al.
	81
	Iran only (selection bias)
	75% sensitivity and 100% specificity
and 0.89 (p < 0.0001, 95% CI 0.8109–0.9669) with 68% sensitivity
and 100% specificity respectively
	Iran
	t-test and one-way ANOVA
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pase, et al.
	1453
	US only (selection bias), 55% female (sample bias)
	not reported
	US
	t-test and Spearman's correlation coefficient
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Tahmi, et al.
	52
	US only (selection bias)
	not reported
	US
	2-way ANOVA and t-tests
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cabinio, et al.
	139
	Italy only (selection bias)
	Sensitivity 84.4%, Specificity 75.5% for SASG-total
	Italy
	Linear regresssion, one-way ANOVA or Mann-Whitney, data were corrected for multiple comparison using the Bonferroni correction
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Rajan, et al.
	1327
	US only (selection bias), 60% female, 60% African American (sample bias)
	In a sensitivity analysis for the association of blood biomarkers with clinical AD adjusting for storage time, we found that the association of blood biomarkers was slightly higher for t-tau with an OR for clinical AD of 1.71 (95% CI = 1.42–2.03); lower for Nf-L, with an OR of 3.58 (95% CI = 2.68–4.93); and higher for GFAP, with an OR of 3.32 (95% CI = 2.34–4.55).
	US
	Mutlivariate logistic regression model with time-dependent log10-transformed t-tau, Nf-L, and GFAP. 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Thientunyakit, et al.
	51
	Thailand only (selection bias)
	high
	Thailand
	one-way ANOVA, Chi Square, student t-test
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Altomare, et al.
	136
	Switzerland only (selection bias)
	not reported
	Switzerland
	Mann-Whitney to compare arms. Cohen's k to calculate agreement. Chi Square to assess changes in diagnosis. Proportional test used to assess difference in diagnostic changes between pathways.
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Desai, et al.
	1159
	US only (selection bias), 63% female (sample bias)
	not reported
	US
	Mixed-effects regression
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lin, et al.
	161
	Taiwan only (selection bias)
	accuracy of 82.86%, a specificity of 92.31%, and a 0.83 AUC of ROC curve
	Taiwan
	Machine learning (SEM) -- Python, AD pts randomly split into training and validation sets. Cross-validation used with 80:20 training and validation
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Liu, et al.
	198
	China only (selection bias)
	 
	China
	t-test
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mila-Aloma, et al.
	318
	Spain only (selection bias)
	not reported
	Spain
	ANCOVA
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sajjad, et al.
	136
	Saudi Arabia only (selection bias)
	Weighted average F1 = 0.83
	Saudi Arabia
	Machine learning (SEM)
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Wu, et al.
	159
	China only (selection bias), 58% female (sample bias)
	78.6% sensitivity, and 94.2% specificity
	China
	Student t-test and Mann–Whitney U-test, Chi Square used for categorical variables
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Chun, et al.
	25
	Korea only (selection bias)
	not reported
	Korea
	Student’s t-test and chi-square test for continuous and categorical variables
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kim, et al.
	18
	Korea only (selection bias)
	not reported
	Korea
	Machine learning, 66% training, 34% testing
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	



