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Lijmer et al. (1999) recently examined the impact of meth-



readable guide to diagnostic and screening tests prepared
by David Streiner (this issue). He begins by describing the
differences between tests used for screening purposes and
for diagnostic purposes. Because the base rate of the target
condition (e.g., an Axis I diagnosis) is often dramatically
different when tests are used in these two contexts, Streiner
illustrates the substantial impact that base rates have on test
accuracy. Equally important, he provides a comprehensive

and accessible overview of the many diagnostic efficiency
statistics that can be derived from a 2 × 2 classification ta-
ble, including sensitivity, specificity, positive and negative
predictive power, incremental positive and negative predic-
tive power, kappa, phi, the odds ratio, and the likelihood ra-
tio. When describing these various statistics, Streiner also
clearly indicates which measures are sensitive to the base
rate of the condition being studied and which are not.
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TABLE 1
The STARD Checklist for Reporting Information in Diagnostic Accuracy Studies

Section and Topic Item Description
On Page

No.

Title, abstract, and keywords 1 Identify the article as a study of diagnostic accuracy (recommend keyword for PsycINFO
“diagnostic efficiency”; recommended MeSH heading for Medline “sensitivity and specificity”)

Introduction 2 State the research questions or aims, such as estimating diagnostic accuracy or comparing
accuracy between tests or across participant groups

Methods:



Armed with this article and the STARD guidelines, I am
confident that researchers who publish diagnostic studies
on test validity in JPA will prepare more accurate and so-
phisticated contributions to the literature.
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