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Supplementary Figure 1. Forest plot of pooled SDR from large
studies only (N>1000)
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Supplementary Figure 2. Forest plot of pooled SDR from
prospective studies only
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Supplementary Figure 3. Pooled rate of PSPDR of only large
studies (n>1000)
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Supplementary Figure 4. Forest plot of pooled rate of PSPDR
from prospective studies only
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Supplementary Figure 5. Forest plot of pooled rate of any

large SP detection rate
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Supplementary Figure 6. Pooled rate of large SSL
detection rate
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Supplementary Figure 7. Pooled detection rate of

proximal SSL
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Supplementary Figure 8. Pooled detection rate of SSL

with dysplasia
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Supplementary figure 9. Pooled detection rate of

clinically significant serrated polyp rate
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Supplementary figure 10. Pooled detection rate of TSA

Study name

Hazewinkel 2014
Buda 2012

lispeert 2016
lispeert (RCT) 2016
Schachschal 2016
Schramm 2018

Statistics for each study

Bvent Lower Upper
rate limit limit ZNaluve  p-Value

0.001 0.000 0.005 -1.258 0.000
0,006 0.003 0.013 12442 0.000
0.007 0.006 0008 -49012 0.000
0.001 0.000 0.006 -7.148 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.007 5421 0.000
0.001 0.000 0003  -13888 0.000
0.002 0.001 oooe  -12471 0.000

025 <013 000 043 025

Favours A Favours B

Blank
Blank
Blank
Blank
Blank
Blank

Meta Analysis

Desai Madhav et al. Sessile serrated lesion...

Endosc Int Open 2021; 09: E1-E8 | 2021 The Author(s).

E5



& Thieme

Supplementary material

Supplementary figure 11. Pooled detection rate of
advanced adenoma detection rate
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Supplementary Table 1 a Newcastle Ottawa Scale for assessment of quality of
inclusion studies.
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b Cochrane risk of bias scale for RCTs
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