over overdiagnosis Risk of Bias
_ Study or Subgroup overdiagnosis __SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFGH
1.2.1 Breast cancer screening mammography
New York 1963 01 0229 86% -0.10}055035) — 07000077
0 +——
B S
Subtotal (95% C1) 100.0%  0.25[0.12,0.38] B

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00, Chi*= 2.63,df=3 (P = 0.45), F=0%
Test for overall effect Z= 3.70 (P = 0.0002)

1.2.3 Lung cancer screening CXR

Johns Hopkins 1973 015 0166 37.2% -0.151-0.48,0.18] — ®2022022
Mem Sloan-Keftering 1974 002 0186 31.7%  0.02[0.34,038) —_— 9892022
PLCO (Lung) 1993 027 0188 31.2% 027 }0.10,064) +—— LI L L LY )
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0%  0.03(-0.21,0.28] T

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi*= 2.81,df= 2 (P = 0.25), F= 29%
Test for overall effect Z= 0.28 (P=0.78)

1.2.4 Lung cancer screening CT

ITALUNG 2004 -013 033 73% -013}0.78,052) —

The National Lung Screening Trial (NLST) 2002 019 0066 318% 019[0.06,0.32)

NELSON 2004 0.204 0114 249% 0.200.02,0.43] [

MILD 2005 0215 0189 159% 0.21 0.16,0.59) N T
DLCST 2004 067 015 201% 0.67 [0.38, 0.96] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0% 0.27 [0.08, 0.47] e
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0,03, Chi*=10.16,df=4 (P=0.04),F=61%

Test for overall effect Z= 2.72 (P = 0.007)

1.2.5 Liver cancer screening

Zhang 2004 027 0157 1000%  0.27 -0.04,058] t 727272770018
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0% 0.27 [-0.04, 0.58]

Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect Z=1.72 (P=0.09)

1.2.6 Prostate cancer screening

PLCO (Prostate) 1993 012 0034 303% 012[0.05,019) -

ERSPC 1993 05 0017 30.7% 050([0.47,053] L
Stockholm 1988 051 0215 182% 051([0.09,093] ——
Norrkoping 1987 063 0181 207% 0.63[0.28,0.98) e
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0%  0.41[0.13,0.70) il

Heterogeneity: Tau*= 0.07, Chi*= 101.37, df= 3 (P < 0.00001), F= 97%
Test for overall effect Z= 2.88 (P = 0.004)

1.2.7 Ovarian cancer screening CA-125
UKpilot 1989 -0.66 0 Not estimable

UKCTOCS 2001 007 011 727% 007 015,029
PLCO (Ovarian) 1993 042 026 273% 042[009,093]
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0%  0.17[-0.14,0.47)

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0,02, Chi*= 154 df=1(P=022), F=35%
Test for overall effect Z=1.06 (P = 0.29)

1.2.8 Ovarian cancer screening USS
UKCTOCS 2001 006 014 1000%  006[0.21,033) 9920020
Subtotal (95% CI) 100.0% 0.06 [-0.21,0.33)

Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect Z= 0.43 (P = 0.67)
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Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
D) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(E) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(F) Other bias

(G) Contamination

H) Lead-time

Fig. 2. Diagramme en forét détaillant tous les essais inclus. L'encadré rouge met en évidence
le seul essai inclus présentant un faible risque de biais dans tous les domaines de biais
(Malmo 1976).




