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4.1.4. Contrast-associated acute kidney injury

Figure 2: Mehran risk score (cut-off: >5) for the prediction of CA-AKI
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Figure 3: Mehran risk score (cut-off: >7) for the prediction of CA-AKI

Study TP FP FN TN Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl}  Sensitivity (95% CI) Specificity (95% CI)
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Figure 4: Mehran risk score (cut-off: 210) for the prediction of CA-AKI

Study TP FP FN TN Sensitivity (95% Cl}) Specificity (95% Cl)  Sensitivity (95% CI} Specificity (95% Cl)
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Figure 5: Victor risk score (cut-off: 10%) for the prediction of CA-AKI
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Figure 6: GRACE score (cut-off: >142) for the prediction of CA-AKI

Study TP FP FN TN Sensitivity (95% CI} Specificity (95% Cl}  Sensitivity (95% CI) Specificity (95% Cl)
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Figure 7: GRACE score (cut-off: >160) for the prediction of CA-AKI

Study TP FP FN TN Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% CI)  Sensitivity (95% CI)  Specificity (95% CI)
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Figure 8: CH2DS2-VASc score (cut-off: 24) for the prediction of CA-AKI

udy ensitivi . pecifici . ensitivi , pecifici }
Stud TP FP FN TN Sensitivity (95% ClI) Specificity (95% CI)  Sensitivity (95% CI) Specificity (95% Cl)

Chaudhary2019 37 96 4 163  090(0.77,097] 083057089, , . = . o &
0020406081 0020406081

Figure 9: Zwolle score (cut off: >2) for the prediction of CA-AKI

Study TP FP FN TN Sensitivity (95% CI) Specificity (95% CI)  Sensitivity (95% Cl}  Specificity (95% CI)
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Figure 10: Lei risk score (cut-off: >129) for the prediction of CA-AKI

Study TP FP FN TN Sensitivity (95% Cl} Specificity (95% Cl}  Sensitivity (95% CI) Specificity (95% Cl)
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Figure 11: Mehran risk score (cut-off: >5) for the prediction of CA-AKI
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Figure 12: AUC (95%CI) of the Mehran risk score
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Figure 13: AUC (95%CI) of the Marenzi risk score
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Figure 14: AUC (95%CI) of the Bartholomew risk score
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Figure 15: AUC (95%CI) of the Ghani risk score

Serif 2020 ——

Seibert 2020 —_——

a 0.2 04 0.8 0.8 1

230
Acute Kidney Injury (update): evidence reviews for prognostic accuracy of risk assessment
tools / eGFR FINAL (October 2024)



FINAL
Acute Kidney Injury (update): prognostic accuracy of risk assessment tools / eGFR

Figure 16: AUC (95%CI) of the Ando risk score
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Figure 17: AUC (95%CI) of the Gurm (reduced model) risk score
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Figure 18: AUC (95%CI) of the Inohara risk score
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Figure 19: AUC (95%CI) of the Tziakas risk score
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Figure 20: AUC (95%CI) of the ACEF risk score
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