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[bookmark: _Hlk519009268]Figure 1. Forest plot of summary estimates of sensitivity of non-mydriatic imaging by different index test graders 
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[bookmark: _Hlk519009318]Figure 2.  Forest plot of summary estimates of specificity of non-mydriatic imaging by different index test graders
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[bookmark: _Hlk519009378]Figure 3. Forest plot of summary estimates of sensitivity of  mydriatic imaging by different index test graders
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Figure 4. Forest plot of summary estimates of sensitivity of  mydriatic imaging by different index test graders
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