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MIRNAs have been investigated as biomarkers for detection of cervical « Moderate quality evidence suggested three miRNAs (miR199a-5p, miR21-5p and miR-141a) had excellent performance across all five diagnostic performance parameters.
cancer (CC).
 The aim of study was to assess the ability of mIRNAs to detect CC. R es I tS
M et h 0O d S « Atotal of 52 mIRNASs were included.
Thi t r . stered with PROSPERO (Redistrat  Umbrella meta-analysis revealed significant heterogeneity in sensitivity, specificity, ROC, PV+, and PV-, which ranged from 0.53-0.96, 0.29-0.96, 0.28-0.99, 0.18-0.98 and 0.45-0.99, respectively.
. IS SysStemaliC review was registeread wi ( egistration :
by CRDA2021934979 J J . Umbrella effects were 0.76 (95% CI, 0.73-0.78), 0.78 (95% Cl, 0.75-0.81), 0.77 (95% CI, 0.75-0.80), 0.75 (95% CI, 0.71-0.79) and 0.76 (95% CI, 0.74—0.79), respectively.
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