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Supplementary Figure S1. Methodological quality graph of included studies
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Supplementary Figure S2. Methodological quality summary of included studies

DeFACTO 2015

Emori 2018

FAVOR II China Study 2017

FAVOR II Europe/Japan Study 2017

NXT Trial 2014

Rosendael 2017

Tröps 2015

Tu 2014

Tu 2016

Yazaki 2017

 Risk of bias  Applicability concerns 

Pa
ti

en
t 

se
le

ct
io

n

In
de

x 
te

st

Re
fe

re
nc

e 
st

an
da

rd

Fl
ow

 a
nd

 t
im

in
g

Pa
ti

en
t 

se
le

ct
io

n

In
de

x 
te

st

Re
fe

re
nc

e 
st

an
da

rd

                        High          Unclear          Low



Diagnostic performance of wireless fractional flow reserve: a meta-analysis

Arch Med Sci 3

Supplementary Figure S3. Bivariate boxplot of in-
cluded studies
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Supplementary Figure S4. Deeks’ funnel plot of 
included studies
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