Figure S1. Forest plot of the sensitivity and specificity of HPV E6/E7 mRNA to distinguish between CIN2+ and CIN2- (before

sensitivity analysis). CIN2+, cervical intraepithelial neoplasia grade 2 or worse; HPV, human papillomavirus.
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Figure S2. Forest plot of the LR+ of HPV E6/E7 mRNA to distinguish between CIN2+ and CIN2- (before sensitivity analysis).

CIN2+, cervical intraepithelial neoplasia grade 2 or worse; HPV, human papillomavirus; LR+, positive likelihood ratio.

Study
D

Andersson 2011
Waldstrom 2011
Liu2013

Shi 2017
Camus 2018
Fan 2018

Han 2018

Pan 2019
Zhang 2020
Sun 2021

Overall (I-squared =34.7%, p = 0.000)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

Summary LR+

A\ 4

LR+ (95% Cl)

2.81(1.98, 3.98)
1.52 (1.25, 1.85)
5.83 (2.28, 14.94)
2.20 (1.65, 2.94)
1.80 (0.94, 3.46)
4.94 (3.24, 7.52)
2.55 (1.90, 3.43)
1.38 (1.23, 1.54)
4.46 (3.43,5.81)
1.70 (1.27, 2.28)

2.49 (1.71, 3.64)

T
0.0669

14.9



Figure S3. Forest plot of the LR- of HPV E6/E7 mRNA to distinguish between CIN2+ and CIN2- (before sensitivity analysis).

CIN2+, cervical intraepithelial neoplasia grade 2 or worse; HPV, human papillomavirus; LR-, negative likelihood ratio.
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Figure S4. Forest plot of the DOR of HPV E6/E7 mRNA to distinguish between CIN2+ and CIN2- (before sensitivity analysis).
CIN2+, cervical intraepithelial neoplasia grade 2 or worse; HPV, human papillomavirus; DOR, diagnostics odd ratio.
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