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Sensitivity: ability of screening test
toddentify diseased people

or % of diseased people who were
positive In the test SLEAY) Al

Sensitivity = x100 => TP% % 73
Diseased p I,

m .
f"v

Percentage of false negatives: % of’ %% ‘“ﬁ?
diseased people who were negatlve in- ;\w

the test (% of missed cases) - e s
F N : . ;T“S"‘? t"

FN% = — x100 = 100 Sn i
Diseased Clb



L *_ 7 Y . | |
. ( //p

PN

IEAED

Test +>,

Diseased




Specificity: ability of screening
_test to identify healthy people

or % of healthy people who were
negative in the test  LiaYlae

Specificity = N x100 = TN%
Healthy

Percentage of false positives: % of ;
healthy people who were positive In the Yk

test FP r
FPY% — x100 = 100 Spf ,;,,,,,
Healthy Gl



Dlagn03|s

/% /// T e
Healthy <0/ 7 &%

Mustansiriyah 2017



Se’nﬂsitivity & specificity

e Each test have its own Sn & Sp {,
e We can change the cut-off point 7
of the test to'change the validity
e Any change In sensitivity leads toy s
opposite change in speC|f|C|ty
and visa versa R .

e The relation is reciprocal /2t



Predictive value of positive test:

% of people with +ve test who have &
the disease (diagnostic power of the 7= =+
test) - . i)'

Pr(+) = ——x100 e
All Positives . e
Lo

Predictive value of negative test:
% of people with -ve testwhoare =~ 7,
healthy TN | A

Pr(-) = x 1007728+

All Negatives S, -
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of theérm given ey
visual detéqts prev
1%. Find Cﬁﬂ/t@/gt validity?
10000 x 1% = 100 cases of visu
‘ \ﬁ/o;z 90%

+ve test

-ve test







