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Fig. S1 Forest plot for likelihood ratio after combination (LR+, LR-)
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Fig. S2 Forest plot for diagnostic odds ratio and diagnostic score after combination
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Fig. S3(a) The SROC of FRAIL, PRISMA-7, GFI scale
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Fig. S3(b) The SROC of PRISMA-7
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Fig. S3(c)The SROC of PRISMA-7
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Fig. S4 Deek’s funnel plot of FEAIL scale
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Table S1 Sensitivity analysis for FRAIL scale
	Excluded study
	sensitivity(95%CI)
	specificity(95%CI)
	AUC (95%CI)

	Yang 2020
	0.72(0.50,0.87)
	0.83(0.76,0.88)
	0.86(0.82,0.89)

	Hou 2019
	0.73(0.51,0.87)
	0.87(0.79,0.92)
	0.89(0.86,0.91)

	Braun 2017
	0.76(0.57-0.89)
	0.84(0.76,0.90)
	0.88(0.85,0.91)

	Thompson 2019
	0.69(0.51,0.83)
	0.87(0.80,0.92)
	0.88(0.85,0.90)

	Rachel 2019
	0.80(0.65,0.90)
	0.84(0.75,0.90)
	0.89(0.86,0.92)

	Chen 2019
	0.74(0.52,0.88)
	0.85(0.75,0.91)
	0.88(0.84,0.90)

	Aprahamian 2017
	0.79(0.60,0.90)
	0.86(0.77,0.92)
	0.90(0.87,0.92)

	Sukkriang 2020
	0.72(0.51,0.87)
	0.85(0.76,0.91)
	0.87(0.84,0.90)

	Alqahtani 2019
	0.76(0.55,0.89)
	0.86(0.78,0.92)
	0.89(0.86,0.92)


Table S2 Sensitivity analysis for PRISMA-7 scale
	Excluded study
	sensitivity(95%CI)
	specificity(95%CI)
	AUC(95%CI)

	Braun 2017
	0.80(0.70,0.88)
	0.78(0.67,0.85)
	0.85(0.82,0.88)

	Rachel 2019
	0.84(0.69,0.92)
	0.79(0.68,0.87)
	0.88(0.85,0.91)

	Hoogendijk 2012
	0.80(0.69,0.88)
	0.77(0.66,0.85)
	0.85(0.82,0.88)

	Nixon 2019
	0.77(0.67,0.85)
	0.81(0.76,0.86)
	0.80(0.76,0.83)

	Sukkriang 2020
	0.82(0.71,0.89)
	0.75(0.66,0.82)
	0.86(0.82,0.89)


Table S3 Sensitivity analysis for GFI scale
	Excluded study
	sensitivity(95%CI)
	specificity(95%CI)
	AUC(95%CI)

	Zhu2022
	0.73(0.60,0.84)
	0.71(0.65,0.76)
	0.77(9.73,0.80)

	Braun 2017
	0.72(0.62,0.81)
	0.73(0.64,0.81)
	0.79(0.75,0.82)

	Xiang 2019
	0.65(0.56,0.73)
	0.77(0.71,0.82)
	0.70(0.65,0.73)

	Rachel 2019
	0.73(0.61,0.82)
	0.75(0.65,0.83)
	0.81(0.77,0.84)

	Hoogendijk 2012
	0.73(0.62,0.81)
	0.75(0.65,0.83)
	0.80(0.76,0.83)
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