Table 2. Pooled diagnostic accuracy of HbAic at different cut-offs against
the OGTT as standard
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% 7 (419- |(39.1- |-105) |-1.5) —54.8) (0.5
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All pooled estimates are from the SCS model. Findings were not pooled for cut-offs that had less than 3

studies.

*Conversion to IFCC units; 6.0% = 42mmol/mol, 6.1% = 43mmol/mol, 6.5%=48mmol/mol,
7.0%=53mmol/mol
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