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Ppv/npv if 0.015% prevalence

Disease Disease
Present |Absent ‘

Test
Positive

Test
Negative

15 985 1000
Sensitivity = 90%
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Likelihood Ratio

Indicates the value of the test for increasing
certainty about a positive diagnosis

Sensitivity 79 = 6.1
1 — Specificity 1-.87

“now likely a given test result is in people with the condition, compared with
how likely it is in people without the condition.”

The higher the positive LR, the more certain you can be that a positive test
indicates the person has the disorder.



Likelihood ratio
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radiographs for identifying supernumerary teeth in children. Int J Paediatr Dent.
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Are the results of the trial of this diagnostic test valid? A B C

1 Did the study address a clearly focused issue? Yes No Can't tell
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