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	Author, year
	Reasons for exclusions

	Bartosch-Härlid A. (1) 2008.
	14

	Nayantara PV. (2) 2020.
	14

	Herman RA . (3), 2012
	14

	Simões PW . (4), 2015
	06

	Kourou K . (5), 2021
	07

	Drouin SJ. (6), 2013
	10

	Gudigar A. (7), 2020
	02

	Mahmood H. (8), 2020
	11

	Alsalem MA. (9), 2018
	06

	Abraha I. (10), 2018
	02

	Abbod MF . (11), 2007
	06

	Tian Y . (12), 2018
	15

	Yassin NIR. (13), 2018
	05

	Valente IR. (14), 2016
	14

	Amir GJ. (15), 2019
	14

	Robinson C. (16), 2008
	14

	Staal FCR. (17), 2021
	14

	Ursprung S. (18), 2020
	3

	Rajgor AD. (19), 2021
	16

	Badrigilan S.  (21), 2021 
	3

	Limardo A. (14), 2021
	16

	Taylor P. (16),
	14

	Noble, M. (17)
	14


1 - Studies evaluating diagnosis of areas other than medicine and dentistry (Physiotherapist, Nutritionist, Nurse, Caregivers etc.); 2 – Patients with a confirmed diagnosis of cancer; 3 - Systematic Reviews not evaluating the diagnostic accuracy Artificial intelligence, Machine learning, Deep learning and Convolutional Neural Networks;  4 - Systematic Reviews with Artificial intelligence use for other diseases diagnosis (Diabetes, Hypertension, etc);  5 - Systematic reviews in which AI was not compared to a reference test;  6 - Systematic reviews evaluating other technologies for early detection or cancer diagnosis (spectrometry, biomarkers, autofluorescence, Multispectral widefield optical imaging, optical instruments, robotic equipment etc.); 7 - literature reviews, integrative reviews, narrative reviews, overviews; 8 - Editorials∕Letters; 9 - Conferences, Summaries, abstracts and posters; 10 - In vitro studies; 11 - Studies of animal models; 12 - Thesis and Dissertations and book chapters;  13 - Pipelines, guidelines and research protocols; 14 - Review papers that do not follow the inclusion criteria adopted for the definition of Systematic Reviews; 15 - Primary studies of any type; 16 - No full paper avaliable.
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