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Figure S1. Quality assessment of individual included studies using QUADAS-2
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Figure S2. HSROC curve for the RUDAS with 95% confidence region and prediction region (number of studies = 21).
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Figure S3. HSROC curve for the RUDAS in HIC and LMIC with 95% confidence regions (number of studies = 21).
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[bookmark: _Hlk19521674]Figure S4. HSROC curve for the RUDAS in samples with a higher and lower proportion of participants with no formal education with 95% confidence regions (number of studies = 21).
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Figure S5. HSROC curve for the RUDAS for MCI with 95% confidence region (number of studies = 5).
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