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Supplementary Figure 1: Meta-analysis of pooled sensitivity (A), specificity (B), PLR (C), NLR (D), DOR (E), and ROC (F) in Asian
and Caucasian populations.
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Supplementary Figure 2: Meta-analysis of pooled sensitivity (A), specificity (B), PLR (C), NLR (D), DOR (E), and ROC (F) among
studies on primary tumor detection.

Supplementary Table 1: Systematic review of eligible trials in our study. See Supplementary Table 1.



