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Author Year | Journal Validation Outcome | Eviden | Other points
target ce
level
Gilbertson | 200 | BMC Clin | 25 mix cases by | 17/25 v
JR et al 6 Pathol 3 pathologists | concordant
,8/25
discrepanc
y
Jukic DM 201 | Arch mixed 101 major III
et al 1 Pathol Lab | cases by 3 discrepanc
Med pathologists y (3,3,7%)
Al-Janabi S | 201 | Hum breast 100 kappa = v 82% success
et al 2 Pathol cases 0.92 digital Dx
Utricht
Al-Janabi S | 201 | J Clin Gl tract 100 95% v 5 surgical/95
et al 2 Pathol cases identical biopsy
5% minor
Al-Janabi S | 201 | J Clin dermatopathol | 94% v
et al 2 Pathol ogy 100 cases concordant
. 6% minor
Al-Janabi S | 201 | J Clin pediatric 100 90% for v 80
et al 3 Pathol cases WSI, 93% consecutive
for glass bx and 20
placenta
Bauer T et | 201 | Arch 607 all surgical | major/min | III hematopatho
al 3 Pathol Lab | cases or (WSI logy not
Med 1.65/2.31 included
%,
microscope
0.99/4.93
%)
Krishnamu | 201 | Arch 100 breast WSI90.5, 111




rthy Setal |3 Pathol Lab | cases microscope
Med 92.1%
Pantanowit | 201 | Arch guideline training I metaanalysis
zLetal 3 Pathol Lab | metaanalysis of | 20/60/200 of research
Med 27 papers : non RCT
95%,98%,
98%
Al-Janabi S | 201 | JRenalInj | 100 GU 13/100 11
et al 4 Prev cases(kidney, cases
bladder) discordant,
however
6/13, WSI
Dx was
better.
Buck Tet | 201 | ] Pathol 150 routine microscope | III 3 months
al 4 Inform cases by 6 3.3-13.3%, washout
pathologists WSI 2.1- time
10.1%
discordanc
e
Reyes Cet | 201 | J Pathol 103 breast discordanc | III
al 4 Inform CNB by 3 e
pathologists (microscop
e 0,4,7%
and WSI
1,1,4%)
OrdiJetal | 201 |]JClin 452 GYN by 2 | major/min | III miss small
5 Pathol pathologists or lesions in
(2.0%/3.8 both
%) microscope
and WSI
Peckmezci | 201 | J Pathol 97 neuroby 2 | concordan | III mitosis and
M et al 6 Inform pathologists ce: 94.9 nuclear
and 88%. details are
not identical
Snead D et | 201 | Histopatho | 3017 cases by | concordan | III 2666 biopsy,




al 6 logy 17 pathologists | ce 98.7%. 340 surgery,
major/min 11 frozen 10
or (21/72 organs
cases)
12/21
microscope
better,
9/21 WSI
better
WackKet |201 | ] Pathol 33 cases by 16 | inter- all in
al 6 Inform pathologists reader synoptic
>10,000 pairs | agreement reports
(glass:
76.5, WSI:
79.1%)
Kent Met | 201 |JAMA 499 skin cases | concordan | III
al 7 Dermatol by 3 ce to
dermatopathol | groundtrut
ogists h WSI:
94%,
microscope
94%
Saco A etal | 201 | Dig Liver 176 liver 96.6% and | III
7 Dis biopsy by 2 90.3%
pathologists agreement
S
Tabata K et | 201 | Pathol Int | 1070 cases by 9 | major/min | III Japanese
al 7 pathologists or (0.9%, validation
3.5%) study
Araujo 201 | Virchows 70 oral cases by | 97% III
ALD et al 8 Arch 2 pathologists | agreement
LeeJetal |201 | Am] 77 skin 326/333 III 333 findings
8 Dermatopa | inflammatory excellent, in 77 cases
thol disease by 2 6/333
pathologists adequate,

1/333(gra




m positive
cocci) no

Mukhopad | 201 | Am ] Surg | 1992 mix cases | major 111 both biopsy

hyay Setal |8 Pathol by 16 discrepanc and surgical
pathologists y materials
(microscop
e 4.6%,
WSI 4.9%)
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