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Takle 1—Sequential screening performance compared with routine use of the Integrated test for a Y% overall detection rate
(first-trimester markars measured at 11 completed weeks)
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DK = datectior. ratz; FPE = false positive rate; OAPK = odds of being affected given a positive result.
TWith free A-hOG m 2l Irimesier omly.
P With frec £-nCG in st and 2nd mimesters.
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‘lable 2—Contingent screening performance with a lower risk cut-off of 1 in 2000 for the Ist-trimester test compared with routine
use of the Integrated test for an overall detection rate of Y09 (first-trimester markers measured at 11 completed weeks)

|* Trimester test
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6 markers® — — — — — .15 lin 18 1:41
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Screening (Combined 0.1 51 lin4 22 43 2.29 1in 226 1:11
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4.0 R4 1in 237 18 11 447 Tin 113 1:22
50 30 | in 307 17 10 5.27 | in 85 1-26

DR = detection rate; PR = false-positive rate; OAPR = odds of being affected given a positive result.
A With Free B-h0OG in 2md tromester only.
" With free §-hCG in 1st and 2nd trimester.
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Fipore 2—Tlstralions of the three sereening policies: ) Dileprated tesd on all women, () secuentia] soresoiong, and (e) contingsnl scrsening,
in 100000 pregrancics including 226 with Down syndrome that would have survived to carly sccond trimester in the absence of sereening, All
hree policies recquire the i ol a DR (905 here). (b amd (o) also reguire o Arst-trimestes des) specilying the FPRO0.5% here), amd
() also requires a first-tri er test specifying the lower risk cut-off (1 in 2000 here)). In (a), free-8-hCG is measured in the first trimester only.
(108 = Downe syndrorne; 1 = unalleciad)

N

Lo 7010 FPR (ols 513 L oS 0o % ks o | a5 ol sl oo CONtINGENt 5 sequential slaces 5,50 4o
sobe aSGol o e S oo bl SIS SO g Cue SO s 9 ol Sl colaiul Laigd co 00l Laustid Code 3)lge g
Cond Sz Slgdy a5 S50, g oS oo b0 1y 093 ol daleans Ulg> integrated a4 cos 5595 oley 4o
5 S o 3l S SIS S Ll oo S e el 650k L g oud S een 551000 5055 93,5 pliel gl
ol 15 05550 S1978 568 D90t 5500 035 Slali¥l 5 cazled slacens 4 pliel aosl e (taliEl el 2l
Cand 4 g Mgl oo b (355093 Ojaods Jol dvledws 5 Sdiges Gl aia F LY gl Cude 0)lge

ol oas o3ls ole 4 lo; ol INtegrated
b oo el Contingent 5 sequential alissas plinsg; (ascis ahwlsa glo,b Slol v Koo ,lea
Sleaian o gl pyoin Cude 0)lae LYF 15 All (659,08 Oygody (VY alan sgux) aae pl jo g oL slapis
CVS cy> Lo Contingent 5 JLassSw 51 cade Glgz il yo 5l s aS) (gamy 435 060 )5 o Lo VY B VY
G ol Cosibgo 1 digds pliel jiwgainl glp (Sasb oo CVS 500 000 0 B F a5 cal Jl> jo (nl 95,5 oo pljel
By aS el opl Contingent g sequential slacus 5l solitwl Koo g 5 el JFoml jwguaial 4 S
ol opl g Mgd oo Sih g j0le sl w0y g o2lpeS Cel wpd oo jole 4y pgd g ol dsledns jo Al Sl g0 L

DS o0 Gl Sl ) Oi ks g (6,501 5¢ Ay



ozl Ghey olsea |y Integrated s, 60 plali 5 o5 iy gleijls 5 oSl paass slagex

oo 8 5T 0550 (carseds (YL Hlmr woyd b1y (68015 Slsiee lar S g Sty SO L5 il 5y

S olyobe jlas,0 Yo sgus 15wl daelae L8 JSSgp 90 4 s oy0le ol ksl 50 Contingent s SIL < jo
b lise yolo 5 )l a52g jole sl (8L )% 5l astie g 09,8l ;0 &5 WipS e ), intermediate oy S
Olyole 727 sg0 0 15 sl eas B,k sequential jo JSie (ol Sy w a olhsl o an Sl mls b
50 S plsl gz olyole adS Integrated g, o 4ol o 51 e g Wgd o glx,l pgo aledns Liole;l plol cap

23,5 o0 IS SIS S5 gmn g 5 00l glr )l pgs g Jol amloans
a0 50 o 1 ol ylyole sl s sadales cwed iolj8l Contingent g sequential cos 5,50 j0 Koo 4SS
G, S asbioe yole 5 8,005 5929 55 NTD aiule K6l Contingent cus 50 50 5 0ol ploxl s

b e Blol A se piline 595 45 wias plil NTD g ail8las

SEQUENTIAL AND CONTINGENT DOWN 3YNDROME SCREENING
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