Figure 1S section A: The pooled results
Figure 18 section A (a): The pooled results of PLR
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Figure 18 section A (b): The pooled results of NLR
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Figure 18 section A (c): The pooled results of DOR

0.01

1
Diagnostic Odds Ratio

100.0

Diagnostic OR (95% CI)

Alqudah 25,000,000.00 (3,897.30 - 160,367,561,777.81)
Alqudah 144,051,383,000.00 (22,480,730.76 - 923,048,327,990,393.00)
Alqudah 264,542,165.00 (16,544,893.16 - 4,229,858,505.42)
Bhatia 26.00 (0.00 - 174,336.60)

Bhatia 50.77 (26.38-97.69)

Bhatia 18.29 (0.0 - 121,094.55)

Bhatia 546.00 (66.32-4,494.81)

Bhatia 8,625.00 (14.79 - 5,028,374.17)
Celebi 78,858.00 (60,966.01 - 102,000.83)
Celebi 7,295.84 (4,324.28 - 12,309.40)
Dong 307.41 (198.46 - 476.18)

Dong 297.63 (141.50 - 626.04)

Dong 260.36 (133.13-509.19)

Dong 339.50 (70.40-1,637.20)

Dong 282,64 (109.01-732.79)

Gour 0.97 (0.12-7.71)

He 3068850 (3.411.87-276,031.31)
He 714.09 (428.56 - 1,189.86)

He 1,659.06 (914.21-3,010.77)

He 1,245,000.00 (1,867.55 - 829,976,994.94)
Kadry 41.00 (24.27 - 69.26)

Kadry 4280 (25.26-72.89)

Kadry 4025 (23.81-68.02)

Kadry 3350 (20.20-5557)

Lee 138.75 (129.24 - 148.95)

Lee 88.89 (83.45-94.68)

Lee 5959 (56.34-63.04)

Ma 69.07 (15.21-313.65)

Ma 186.67 (29.26-1,191.01)

Mathews 124,251.00 (7,739.36 - 1.994,778.64)
Matsuba 50,461.67 (97.12 - 26,219,343.08)
Motozawa 37.462.50 (69.99 - 20,050,767.90)
Takhchidi 1451 (10.97 - 19.20)

Takhchidi 1,551.58 (648.80 - 3,710.56)

Tan 163 (0.90-2.94)

Thomas 4,300.00 (8.11-2,279,054.68)
Thomas 2,100.00 (3.03 - 1,455,491.73)
Thomas 111,240.00 (166.01 - 74.538,987.99)
Thomas 124,251.00 (7,739.36 - 1,994,778.64)
Wang 11,456.67 (1,895.62 - 69,241.39)
Wang 838.19 (396.32-1,772.71)

Wang 69,513.00 (4,320.56 - 1,118,387.18)
Wang 39455 (207.91-748.73)

Wang 30,439.22 (1,628.91- 568,813.37)
Wang 700,060.00 (1,049.17 - 467,114,995.24)
Wang 816.19 (383.50 - 1,737.09)

Wang 108,730.00 (209.40 - 56,457,082.77)
Wang 327,180.00 (631.02 - 169,640,401.16)
Wang 707.14 (34522 - 1,448 49)

Yoo 5.75 (2.07-15.97)

Yoo 7.60 (2.66-21.66)

Yoo 1020 (3.46 - 30.09)

Yoo 8.73 (2.99-25.50)

Yoo 7.60 (2.66-21.66)

Yoo 6.08 (2.21-16.72)

Zapata 41.02 (36.21-46.46)

Random Effects Model

Pocled Diagnostic Odds Ratio = 342.41 (210.31 to 557.49)
Cochran-Q = 6382.98; df = 55 (p = 0.0000)

Inconsistency (l-square) = 99.1 %

Tau-squared = 2.3851



Figure 1S section B: The subgroup analysis of types of AMD

Figure 1S section B (a): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of all types of AMD
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Figure 18 section B (b): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of all types of AMD
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Figure 18 section B (¢): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of single types of AMD
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Figure 18 section B (d): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of single types of AMD
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Figure 18 section C: The subgroup analysis of layers of the network

Figure 1S section C (a): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of <10 layers
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Figure 18 section C (b): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of<10 layers
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Figure 18 section C (¢): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of 10-20 layers
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Figure 18 section C (d): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of 10-20 layers
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Figure 18 section C (e): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of 20-50 layers
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Figure 18 section C (f): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of 20-50 layers
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Figure 18 section C (g): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of 50-100 layers

0 0.2

04 0.6
Sensitivity

0.8 1

Sensitivity (95% CI)
Dong 088 (0.83-0.92)
Dong 0.88 (0.79-0.95)
Dong 0.88 (0.79-0.94)
Dong 0.88 (0.62-0.98)
Dong 0.86 (0.72-0.95)
Wang 1.00 (0.97-1.00)
Wang 097 (0.94-0.98)

Pooled Sensitivity = 0.93 (0.91 to 0.94)
Chi-square = 41.18; df = 6 (p = 0.0000)
Inconsistency (lI-square) = 85.4 %



Figure 1S section C (h): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of 50-100 layers
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Figure 18 section C (i): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of>100 layers
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Figure 18 section C (j): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of>100 layers
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Figure 1S section D: The subgroup analysis of types of variants of CNN

Figure 1S section D (a): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of ResNet
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Figure 18 section D (b): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of ResNet
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Figure 18 section D (c): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of VGG
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Figure 1S section D (d): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of VGG
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Figure 18 section D (e): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of other networks
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Figure 18 section D (f): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of other networks
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Figure 18 section E: The subgroup analysis of types of images

Figure 1S section E (a): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of OCT
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Figure 18 section E (b): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of OCT
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Figure 18 section E (c): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of fundus photography
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Figure 18 section E (d): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of fundus photography
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Figure 1S section E (e): The pooled results of sensitivity in subgroup of fundus photography

combined with OCT
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Figure 1S section E (f): The pooled results of specificity in subgroup of fundus photography

combined with OCT
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