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AbstrACt
Introduction Although the new generation of cardiac 
troponin assays have revolutionised the diagnosis of 
myocardial infarction (MI), their application in triaging 
patients with suspected acute coronary syndrome 
requires further investigation. The objectives of the current 
systematic review are to evaluate the diagnostic accuracy 
of contemporary and high-sensitivity cardiac troponin 
assays used in serial testing, versus single-sample testing 
as a comparator, to identify patients with non-ST-segment-
elevation MI in the emergency department.
Methods and analysis We will conduct systematic 
searches of MEDLINE, EMBASE, Science Citation Index, 
the Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews and the 
CENTRAL database covering the period from 1 January 2006 
to present, with no restrictions on language or publication 
status. Two review authors will independently screen studies 
for inclusion, extract data from eligible studies and assess 
their methodological quality using Quality Assessment 
of Diagnostic Accuracy Studies version 2. Studies will be 
included if they evaluate contemporary or high-sensitivity 
cardiac troponin assays used in serial testing, in patients 
presenting to the ED with suspicion of MI. Estimates of 
sensitivity and specificity from each study will be presented 
in forest plots and in the receiver-operating characteristics 
space. If appropriate, we will pool the results using Bayesian 
hierarchical models that allow correction for imperfect 
reference standard. We will obtain summary estimates of 
sensitivity and specificity of alternative testing protocols and 
compare their accuracy. We will also investigate the impact 
of prespecified sources of heterogeneity and methodological 
quality items. If pooling of results is considered inappropriate, 
we will present our findings in tables and diagrams and will 
describe them narratively.
Ethics and dissemination No formal ethical approval will 
be sought, but we will report on the ethical approval of the 
included studies. Dissemination of findings will be through 
publications in peer-reviewed journals, presentations at 
conferences and the websites of the universities.

PrOsPErO registration number CRD42018106379.

IntrOduCtIOn  
Coronary heart disease is one of the most 
common chronic conditions causing more 
than 7 million deaths worldwide each year.1 
The underlying pathogenesis is progressive 
accumulation of atheromatous plaque on 
the walls of the coronary arteries which, in its 
advanced stages, obstructs the normal blood 
flow and causes myocardial ischaemia. If the 
plaque gets ruptured, clots may form and 
limit, or completely cut-off, the blood supply 
to part of the heart muscle. This life-threat-
ening condition is known as ‘acute coronary 
syndrome’ and presents with chest pain, 
dyspnoea, nausea and other unspecific symp-
toms. It includes type 1 myocardial infarc-
tion (MI), if there is evidence of permanent 
damage to the heart muscle, or unstable 
angina, if no evidence of myocardial necrosis 

strengths and limitations of this study

 ► Systematic and comprehensive searches to identify 
all published and unpublished studies.

 ► Robust procedures for screening, data extraction 
and methodological quality assessment, based on 
prespecified criteria.

 ► Statistical methods for pooling results that allow 
correction for an imperfect reference standard.

 ► If the number of studies is too small and heterogene-
ity in study-level estimates is considered too great, 
we may not be able to obtain summary estimates of 
sensitivity and specificity.
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is detected.2 MI could also happen in the absence of 
acute coronary syndrome, as a result of other processes, 
including mismatch between myocardial oxygen supply 
and demand (type 2 MI).3 

Patients with MI require urgent specialist treatment and 
their outcomes depend on a timely and accurate diag-
nosis. However, diagnosis in an emergency setting could 
be challenging, as clinical symptoms lack sufficient sensi-
tivity and specificity4 and a normal ECG does not rule out 
the condition. Therefore, in patients suspected of MI but 
with non-diagnostic ECG, the current guidelines recom-
mend determination of troponin T or I, highly specific 
biomarkers of cardiac necrosis, both as a triage tool and 
in establishing the final diagnosis.5 6

Although cardiac troponins are specific to myocardial 
necrosis, they are not specific to MI, and elevated concen-
tration could be found in a number of other acute and 
chronic conditions that cause myocardial injury. The 
main difference between acute MI and most of the other 
conditions is the pattern of dynamic changes. Acute MI 
is characterised by a sharp increase in the bloodstream 
concentration of troponin in the first 24 hours of symptom 
onset, reflecting the progressive nature of the condi-
tion. Consequently, a significant difference in troponin 
concentrations from two consecutive samples (usually 
referred to as ‘delta troponin’) is interpreted as an indica-
tion that the underlying condition is most likely acute MI. 
Another consideration is the fact that in the first 2 hours 
of symptom onset, the level of cardiac troponin in the 
bloodstream may not exceed the 99th centile, which is an 
arbitrary cut-off used to dichotomise patients as having or 
not having myocardial injury. Therefore, a single determi-
nation early in the diagnostic process might miss patients 
with an evolving MI.

Contemporary and high-sensitivity cardiac troponin assays
Older generations of cardiac troponin assays lacked the 
precision and sensitivity to identify a small increase in 
the bloodstream level of the biomarker soon after onset 
of symptoms. Therefore, testing was done 6–12 hours 
after presentation to the ED, causing considerable delay 
in diagnosis and treatment, and unnecessary hospital 
admissions of patients without MI.7 In the past 10 years, 
contemporary and high-sensitivity cardiac troponin assays 
have been developed and adopted in clinical practice. 
They can measure small concentrations of troponin with 
high levels of precision, which means that patients at 
both high and low risk of having an MI could be identi-
fied much earlier in the triage.

Given the large number of cardiac troponin assays 
marketed as ‘high sensitivity’, recent efforts have been 
made to define criteria that could inform policy and clin-
ical decisions. In the development of their guidance on 
early rule out of acute MI,5 the UK’s National Institute for 
Health and Care Excellence (NICE) defined a high-sen-
sitivity cardiac troponin assay as one with a coefficient of 
variation (CV) ≤10% at the 99th centile and an ability to 
measure concentrations in at least 50% of the reference 

population. The systematic review that informed the 
guidance identified only three commercially available 
assays that met the above criteria: the Elecsys Troponin 
T high-sensitive assay (Roche Diagnostics), the ARCHI-
TECTSTAT high-sensitive troponin I (Abbott Labora-
tories) and the AccuTnI+3 (Beckman Coulter).7 More 
recently, the Academy of the American Association for 
Clinical Chemistry and the Task Force on Clinical Appli-
cations of Cardiac Bio-Markers of the International 
Federation of Clinical Chemistry and Laboratory Medi-
cine have endorsed the above definition of high-sensi-
tivity cardiac troponin assay and have recommended ‘that 
assays unable to detect cTn [cardiac troponin] at concen-
trations at or above the LoD [limit of detection] in at least 
50% of healthy men and women be labeled as contempo-
rary cTn [cardiac troponin] assays’. (Wu et al, p6)8

serial testing
Serial measurement of cardiac troponin is employed to 
increase both sensitivity and specificity of the diagnostic 
strategy. This usually involves one sample taken at presen-
tation to the ED and another sample taken one or more 
hours later. The results from these two determinations 
and their difference (‘delta troponin’) are combined 
in a diagnostic rule to determine the likelihood of the 
symptoms being caused by an acute MI. The strategy 
takes advantage of the fact that in the first 24 hours of the 
onset of symptoms, the concentration of cardiac troponin 
in the bloodstream is progressively rising. According to 
the current universal definition, diagnosis of MI requires 
that the patient’s presentation is consistent with cardiac 
ischaemia, cardiac troponin concentration is above the 
99th centile of the reference population and two consec-
utive determinations a few hours apart show a signifi-
cant change (eg, >20%) in cardiac troponin level.9 Such 
patients require urgent reperfusion to restore blood flow 
to the affected part of the heart and should immediately 
be admitted to hospital.

Clinical pathway
Figure 1 shows the clinical pathway for triaging patients 
suspected of MI, including single-sample and two-sample 
cardiac troponin algorithms we identified in our scoping 
searches. Most patients with symptoms suggestive of acute 
coronary syndrome are transported by ambulance or 
present directly to the ED.10 Their initial triage includes 
clinical assessment, medical history and a 12-lead ECG. 
Patients with ST-segment elevation MI (STEMI) or other 
intermediate- or high-risk features are directly admitted 
to hospital. Low-risk patients undergo troponin testing, 
with the first sample taken at presentation and the second 
sample one or more hours later. If both determinations 
are below a prespecified clinical cut-off, for example, 
the 99th centile, and there is no evidence of evolving MI 
(eg, rising troponin, new angina or other symptoms), the 
patient is diagnosed with unstable angina or alternative 
explanation of the symptoms is sought.
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diagnostic strategies used in the triage of patients suspected 
of non-st-segment elevation MI
Taking advantage of the high sensitivity and precision of 
the new generation cardiac troponin assays, a range of 
diagnostic protocols addressing specific clinical scenarios 
have been devised. They could be summarised as follows:

 ► Single-sample protocols to identify patients at low risk 
of MI: If the concentration of troponin in the first 
sample, taken two or more hours after the onset of 
symptoms, is well below the 99th centile (eg, below 
the limit of detection or other prespecified cut-off), 
the probability of MI is also very low and the patient 
could be discharged, if appropriate, or alternative 
explanation of the symptoms could be sought. For 
instance, a meta-analysis conducted by Chapman and 
colleagues11 showed that the negative predictive value 
of Abbott ARCHITECTSTAT high-sensitive cardiac 
troponin I assay (Abbott Laboratories) is 99.5%, 
when the cut-off is ‘<5 ng/L’; the 99th centile of this 
assay is much higher: 34 ng/L for men and 16 ng/L 
for women.12 Alternative early low-risk strategies have 
also been proposed, for example, combining a single-
sample high-sensitivity troponin with copeptin13 14 or 
information from the ECG and risk assessment tools, 
such as the Thrombolysis in Myocardial Infarction 
risk score.15 16 This increases the negative predictive 
value of the protocol and the proportion of patients 
assigned to the low-risk group.

 ► Two-sample protocols to identify patients at low risk 
of MI:
 – If the results from two samples taken one or more 

hours apart are below a prespecified threshold, 
such as the 99th centile or lower, and there is no 
significant change, the probability of MI is low.

 – If both values are slightly above the 99th centile, 
but there is no change, the underlying cause might 
be a chronic condition, such as heart failure or 
myocarditis.

 ► Single-sample protocols to identify patients at high 
risk of MI: In the context of myocardial ischaemia, if 
the concentration of troponin in the first sample is 
well above the 99th centile, the probability of MI is 
high and the patient will most likely be admitted to 
hospital for further testing and treatment.

 ► Two-sample rule-in: The universal diagnosis of MI 
requires that at least one of two consecutive samples 
taken three or more hours apart produces a value 
above the 99th centile, and there is a significant 
change in the concentration of cardiac troponin 
between the first and the second samples.9

The above protocols could be combined in complex 
diagnostic strategies that use different cut-offs to iden-
tify patients at low, intermediate or high risk of MI. Such 
strategies enable clinicians to stratify patients early in the 
triage, so that appropriate referral and treatment deci-
sions could be made without delay.

Figure 1 Clinical pathway for triaging patients suspected of MI, including single-sample and two-sample cardiac troponin 
algorithms identified in scoping searches. MI, myocardial infarction.
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rationale for conducting the review
Recent meta-analyses have focused on single-sample 
protocols designed to identify patients at low risk of 
MI.11 17 18 Such protocols have important implications for 
clinical practice, especially in terms of cost-effectiveness 
and quality of patient care: they could free up capacity 
required for patients who need emergency treatment; 
reduce the number of unnecessary tests and the associ-
ated risks; the focus of clinical investigation could shift 
earlier to an alternative explanation of the patient’s symp-
toms and, if appropriate, the patient could be discharged 
directly from the ED.10

However, single-sample protocols are limited in their 
application, as many patients without MI will present 
with troponin concentrations above the prespecified 
cut-off. Such patients will undergo a second troponin 
determination which, if the inter-sample time is three or 
more hours, as recommended in the current NICE guid-
ance,5 will result in the patients spending many hours in 
hospital. In some cases they will have to stay overnight, 
until a qualified clinician is available to review results and 
make a decision for transfer or discharge.

Various serial testing protocols have been devised and 
validated, including protocols using different cut-offs to 
identify patients at low and high risk of MI and shorter 
(1 or 2 hours) inter-sample time. Such protocols could 
enable discharge or referral decisions to be made for a 
larger proportion of patients while still in the ED. A brief 
scoping of the literature showed considerable variation 
in these protocols and their accuracy, and we can assume 
that the variation in clinical practice is even greater. The 
differences concern the following:

 ► The analytical and diagnostic performance of 
different assays.

 ► The cut-offs used to identify patients at low and high 
risk of MI.

 ► The method of calculating delta troponin: absolute 
versus relative change (eg, >4.5 ng/L vs >20%).

 ► The inter-sample time (one, two or more hours).
Other factors, such as the time from onset of symptoms, 

patient characteristics (eg, age, sex and risk factors) and 
prior tests (eg, ECG findings) are also likely to affect the 
performance of the assays and contribute to the observed 
heterogeneity in study-level estimates.11 This could be 
confusing when making decisions about which protocol 
to implement in practice in order to achieve the best 
balance between accuracy and efficiency (the proportion 
of patients for whom a decision for discharge or admis-
sion to a specialist unit could be made early in the triage).

Therefore, we are proposing to systematically identify, 
review and summarise research evidence pertaining to the 
diagnostic accuracy of contemporary and high-sensitivity 
cardiac troponin assays, when used in serial testing to 
identify MI in symptomatic patients presenting to the ED. 
Our primary objective will be to obtain summary estimates 
of the accuracy of specific protocols and the proportion 
of patients assigned to each risk category. Our secondary 
objectives will be to determine the relative accuracy of 

alternative protocols, including a direct comparison of 
single-sample and two-sample protocols, and to investi-
gate the impact of protocol- and study-level characteris-
tics on test accuracy estimates.

MEthOds And AnAlysIs
In preparing the protocol, we used the Preferred 
Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analy-
ses-Protocol reporting guidelines.19

Eligibility criteria
Study design
We will include all primary diagnostic accuracy studies 
with single-gate design (also known as diagnostic cohort 
studies). Studies with two-gate design will be excluded 
due to inherent bias in the reported diagnostic accuracy 
estimates.20

Participants
Only studies in patients aged ≥18 years who present to 
the ED with suspicion of acute coronary syndrome will be 
considered for inclusion. Studies in patients with STEMI 
will be excluded, but we will include studies analysing 
jointly STEMI and non-STEMI patients. We will include 
data only for non-STEMI, if such data could be obtained; 
otherwise, we will deal with this in the methodological 
quality assessment and the sensitivity analysis.

Index tests
The index tests are contemporary or high-sensitivity 
cardiac troponin assays used in serial measurement (two 
or more determinations) to identify MI. To qualify as 
‘contemporary’ or ‘high sensitivity’, assays need to have 
CV ≤10% at the 99th percentile of normal; ‘contempo-
rary’ assays should be able to detect cardiac troponin 
in 20% to <50% of healthy individuals and ‘high-sensi-
tivity’ assays in at least 50%. We will include all cardiac 
troponin assays that meet the above criteria. We will ascer-
tain eligibility by checking package inserts of the assays, 
contacting manufacturers and identifying published clin-
ical evaluations.

Target conditions and reference standard
Our primary target condition will be an index diagnosis 
of MI. Our secondary target conditions will be as follow:

 ► A composite outcome of index MI and cardiac death 
within 30 days of the index presentation.

 ► A composite outcome of index MI, death and major 
adverse cardiac events including cardiac arrest, 
emergency revascularisation procedure, cardiogenic 
shock, ventricular arrhythmia or high-degree atrio-
ventricular block requiring intervention, if they occur 
within 30 days of the index presentation.

The reference standard is a final diagnosis of MI adju-
dicated by qualified clinicians according to the universal 
definition of MI.9 The quality of the reference standard, 
such as independence from the index test, adjudication 
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and blinding to the index test results, will be considered 
in the methodological quality assessment.

Outcomes
The main outcomes are test accuracy data reported as 
true positives, false positives, false negatives, and true 
negatives for protocols with dichotomous outcomes, or 
three-by-two tables for protocols that assign patients to 
low-, intermediate- and high-risk categories. If the contin-
gency table is not reported in the paper, we will derive 
data from the sensitivity and specificity estimates, the total 
number of patients and the proportion of those with the 
target condition. Studies that report only test accuracy 
estimates but insufficient detail to reconstruct the orig-
inal contingency table will be included in the review, but 
will be excluded from the quantitative analysis. Studies 
that meet the rest of the criteria, but do not report test 
accuracy data, will be excluded only after we have tried 
but failed to obtain the missing data.

Publication status and language
We will include conference abstracts and unpublished 
studies if they meet our eligibility criteria and we are 
able to obtain the necessary data. We will include all rele-
vant papers regardless of the language in which they are 
published. If necessary, we will arrange translation or data 
extraction by a person fluent in the respective language.

sEArChEs
We plan to perform systematic searches of the following 
electronic databases: MEDLINE (via OvidSp), EMBASE 
(via OvidSP), Science Citation Index (via Web of 
Science), Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews and 
CENTRAL database (via the Cochrane Library). We will 
search all databases from 1 January 2006 to present, with 
no restrictions on language or publication status. As far 
as we are aware, no studies evaluating the diagnostic 
accuracy of high-sensitivity cardiac troponin assays have 
been published prior to 2010.7 11 17 18 Hence, the choice 
of the above publication date as a cut-off for our searches, 
allowing for some uncertainty in the exact date.

Related systematic reviews will be examined for addi-
tional studies for inclusion. Our search strategy complies 
with the Peer Review of Electronic Search Strategies 2015 
Guideline for developing electronic searches. It was 
developed by an information specialist (MR) with many 
years of experience of using databases for systematic 
reviews, and it combines terms for the target condition, 
index tests and setting. The search strategy for Embase 
is provided as online supplementary appendix 1 in the 
Supplemental file, and the search strategies for the other 
databases could be obtained from the authors on request.

In addition, we will conduct forward and backward 
searches of all included papers and other relevant publi-
cations (eg, previous systematic reviews), and will contact 
experts in the field and study authors to check for missed 
titles or unpublished data.

selection of studies for inclusion
The results from the electronic searches will be imported 
into a reference management software and de-dupli-
cated. Two review authors will conduct all screening 
independently, with disagreements resolved through 
discussion or arbitration. First, we will screen all titles 
and abstracts; the full text of any potentially relevant 
publications will be retrieved and assessed for eligibility 
against our inclusion criteria. The same procedure will be 
repeated for titles identified in the additional searches.

data extraction
We have developed and piloted a data extraction form 
available in the online supplement (online supplemen-
tary appendix 2 in the supplementary file). Data will be 
extracted for the following topics: publication details, 
study characteristics, patients, index tests, reference stan-
dard, outcomes and methodological quality items. Two 
review authors will extract data independently and all 
disagreements will be resolved through discussion or arbi-
tration. Study authors will be contacted for missing data 
and to ascertain the independence of study cohorts, with 
reminders sent 2 weeks after the initial request.

Methodological quality assessment
We will assess the methodological quality of the included 
studies using a tailored version of the Quality Assessment 
of Diagnostic Accuracy Studies version 2 tool. The tool 
consists of four domains: Patient selection, Index test, 
Reference standard and Flow and timing. Each domain 
is assessed for risk of bias and rated as ‘High risk’, ‘Low 
risk’ or ‘Unclear risk’. In addition, the first three domains 
are assessed for applicability concerns and rated using 
the same categories. The authors of the tool recommend 
that it is tailored for each systematic review by adding or 
removing signalling questions.21 A tailored version of the 
tool with details of the signalling questions, operational 
definitions and the rules for combining the answers to 
produce a domain-level rating is included in the Supple-
mentary file (online supplementary appendix 3).

Assessment of publication bias
Given the limited knowledge of publication bias in diag-
nostic accuracy studies and the controversies around 
its assessment,22 23 we will not use statistical methods to 
detect the presence of publication bias. We acknowledge, 
however, that publication bias might be present and have 
bearing on our findings. We will try to mitigate this by 
conducting comprehensive searches of the published 
research, actively seek to identify unpublished data and 
note the possibility of publication bias when reporting 
our findings.

statistical analysis and data synthesis
Contingency tables will be reconstructed from the data 
reported in the papers or by entering sensitivity, spec-
ificity, total number of patients and the proportion of 
those with the target condition in the test accuracy calcu-
lator of the Cochrane Collaboration’s Review Manager 

https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2018-026012
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2018-026012
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2018-026012
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2018-026012
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5.3 (The Nordic Cochrane Centre, The Cochrane Collab-
oration, 2014). Sensitivity and specificity estimates with 
95% CIs will be calculated and presented in forest plots 
and in the receiver operating characteristics space. Data 
will be grouped by individual assays and protocols. We will 
conduct visual inspection of each plot to determine the 
level and potential sources of heterogeneity and to decide 
whether meta-analysis is appropriate.

For each assay, if a sufficient number of studies per 
protocol are available and the level of clinical and statis-
tical between-study heterogeneity is low, we will conduct 
separate meta-analyses by dichotomising the results from 
studies reporting more than two outcomes (eg, low-, inter-
mediate- and high-risk categories). First, we will combine 
the intermediate- and high-risk categories to obtain 
a two-by-two table for the low-risk rule of the protocol. 
Then, we will combine the low- and intermediate-risk 
categories to obtain a two-by-two table for the high-risk 
rule of the protocol. These will be included in separate 
meta-analyses to obtain summary sensitivity and speci-
ficity for the low-risk and high-risk parts of the protocol.

Since both the index tests and the reference standard 
are cardiac troponin assays for the detection of myocar-
dial necrosis, we assume the presence of incorporation 
bias and will pool the results using the model developed 
by Dendukuri and colleagues.24 The model, an extension 
of the hierarchical summary receiver operating charac-
teristic (HSROC) model, allows correction for imperfect 
reference standard assuming an underlying continuous 
latent variable. The same methods will also be used to 
investigate the comparative accuracy of alternative assays 
and protocols, and the impact of protocol- and study-level 
characteristics. As a sensitivity analysis, we will also analyse 
the data using the HSROC model where incorporation 
bias is not accounted for.

If we decide that pooling of results would be inappro-
priate (for instance, because the number of studies is too 
small and heterogeneity is too great), we will summarise 
the results in tables and graphs, and will provide a narra-
tive summary of the observed differences.

Investigation of heterogeneity
The protocol and study-level characteristics explored will 
include the following potential sources of heterogeneity:

 ► Definition of the target condition: type 1 MI versus 
type 1 and type 2 MI.

 ► Different inter-sample time.
 ► Age (≤65 or >65 years) and sex.
 ► Time since symptom onset (≤2 or >2 hours).
 ► Presence of myocardial ischaemia on ECG, for 

example, ST-segment changes or T-wave inversion.
 ► History of ischaemic heart disease.

sensitivity analysis
If appropriate, we will conduct sensitivity analysis by 
excluding studies of poor methodological quality and the 
most influential studies, to assess the robustness of the 
summary estimates.

EthICs And dIssEMInAtIOn
As this is a systematic review, we are not planning to 
obtain a formal ethical approval. However, we will extract 
and report data on the ethical approval of the included 
studies. The findings from the review will be disseminated 
through publications in peer-reviewed journals, presenta-
tions at conferences and using the websites and networks 
of the two universities. Changes and amendments to the 
protocol will be acknowledged in all presentations and 
publications.

Author affiliations
1Exeter Test Group, University of Exeter Medical School, University of Exeter, Exeter, 
Devon, UK
2NIHR CLAHRC South West Peninsula, University of Exeter Medical School, Exeter, 
UK
3Department of Emergency and General Internal Medicine, Fujita Health University 
School of Medicine, Toyoake, Japan

Contributors TT originated the idea; TT and ZZ drafted the initial version of the 
protocol; MR developed the search strategy and wrote the section on search 
methods; CH, JP, HO and MI reviewed the protocol and suggested amendments. 
All authors read and approved the final version of the protocol. TT and ZZ are 
guarantors of the review.

Funding This research was funded in part by Fujita Health University, Japan, the 
Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology (MEXT), Japan (grant 
numbers: 18K08902 and 26460755), and the National Institute for Health Research 
(NIHR) Collaboration for Leadership in Applied Health Research and Care South West 
Peninsula (NIHR CLAHRC South West Peninsula). The views expressed are those of 
the author(s) and not necessarily those of the Fujita Health University, the MEXT, the 
NHS, the NIHR or the Department of Health and Social Care. 

disclaimer The funders have no role in the development of the protocol.

Competing interests None declared.

Patient consent for publication Not required.

Provenance and peer review Not commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

Open access This is an open access article distributed in accordance with the 
Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 Unported (CC BY 4.0) license, which permits 
others to copy, redistribute, remix, transform and build upon this work for any 
purpose, provided the original work is properly cited, a link to the licence is given, 
and indication of whether changes were made. See: https:// creativecommons. org/ 
licenses/ by/ 4. 0/.

rEFErEnCEs
 1. World Health Organization. Cardiovascular diseases (CVDs): Key 

facts. 2017 http://www. who. int/ news- room/ fact- sheets/ detail/ 
cardiovascular- diseases-( cvds) (date accessed 6 Aug 2018).

 2. Ibanez B, James S, Agewall S, et al. 2017 ESC Guidelines for the 
management of acute myocardial infarction in patients presenting 
with ST-segment elevation: The Task Force for the management of 
acute myocardial infarction in patients presenting with ST-segment 
elevation of the European Society of Cardiology (ESC). Eur Heart J 
2018;39:119–77.

 3. McCarthy CP, Vaduganathan M, Januzzi JL, et al. Type 2 
myocardial infarction-diagnosis, prognosis, and treatment. JAMA 
2018;320:433–4.

 4. Bruyninckx R, Aertgeerts B, Bruyninckx P, et al. Signs and 
symptoms in diagnosing acute myocardial infarction and acute 
coronary syndrome: a diagnostic meta-analysis. Br J Gen Pract 
2008;58:e1–e8.

 5. The National Institute for Health and Care Excellence. Myocardial 
infarction (acute): Early rule out using high-sensitivity troponin tests 
(Elecsys Troponin T high-sensitive, ARCHITECT STAT High Sensitive 
Troponin-I and AccuTnI+3 assays): Diagnostics guidance [DG15]. 
2014 https://www. nice. org. uk/ guidance/ dg15 (date accessed 6 Aug 
2018).

 6. Roffi M, Patrono C, Collet J-P, et al. 2015 ESC Guidelines for 
the management of acute coronary syndromes in patients 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/cardiovascular-diseases-(cvds)
http://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/cardiovascular-diseases-(cvds)
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehx393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2018.7125
http://dx.doi.org/10.3399/bjgp08X277014
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/dg15


7Zhelev Z, et al. BMJ Open 2019;9:e026012. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2018-026012

Open access

presenting without persistent ST-segment elevation. Eur Heart J 
2016;37:267–315.

 7. Westwood M, van Asselt T, Ramaekers B, et al. High-sensitivity 
troponin assays for the early rule-out or diagnosis of acute 
myocardial infarction in people with acute chest pain: a systematic 
review and cost-effectiveness analysis. Health Technol Assess 
2015;19:1–234.

 8. Wu AHB, Christenson RH, Greene DN, et al. Clinical laboratory 
practice recommendations for the use of cardiac troponin in acute 
coronary syndrome: Expert opinion from the academy of the american 
association for clinical chemistry and the task force on clinical 
applications of cardiac bio-markers of the international federation of 
clinical chemistry and laboratory medicine. Clin Chem 2018;64:645–55.

 9. Thygesen K, Alpert JS, Jaffe AS, et al. Third universal definition of 
myocardial infarction. Circulation 2012;126:2020–35.

 10. Rachuba S, Salmon A, Zhelev Z, et al. Redesigning the diagnostic 
pathway for chest pain patients in emergency departments. Health 
Care Manag Sci 2018;21:177–91.

 11. Chapman AR, Lee KK, McAllister DA, et al. Association of high-
sensitivity cardiac troponin I concentration with cardiac outcomes 
in patients with suspected acute coronary syndrome. JAMA 
2017;318:1913–24.

 12. Lee GR, Browne TC, Guest B, et al. Transitioning high sensitivity 
cardiac troponin I (hs-cTnI) into routine diagnostic use: More than 
just a sensitivity issue. Pract Lab Med 2016;4:62–75.

 13. Balmelli C, Meune C, Twerenbold R, et al. Comparison of the 
performances of cardiac troponins, including sensitive assays, 
and copeptin in the diagnostic of acute myocardial infarction 
and long-term prognosis between women and men. Am Heart J 
2013;166:30–7.

 14. Raskovalova T, Twerenbold R, Collinson PO, et al. Diagnostic 
accuracy of combined cardiac troponin and copeptin assessment for 
early rule-out of myocardial infarction: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. Eur Heart J Acute Cardiovasc Care 2014;3:18–27.

 15. Cullen L, Mueller C, Parsonage WA, et al. Validation of high-
sensitivity troponin I in a 2-hour diagnostic strategy to assess 30-day 

outcomes in emergency department patients with possible acute 
coronary syndrome. J Am Coll Cardiol 2013;62:1242–9.

 16. Than M, Cullen L, Aldous S, et al. 2-Hour accelerated diagnostic 
protocol to assess patients with chest pain symptoms using 
contemporary troponins as the only biomarker: the ADAPT trial. J Am 
Coll Cardiol 2012;59:2091–8.

 17. Pickering JW, Than MP, Cullen L, et al. Rapid rule-out of acute 
myocardial infarction with a single high-sensitivity cardiac troponin T 
measurement below the limit of detection: A collaborative meta-
analysis. Ann Intern Med 2017;166:715–24.

 18. Zhelev Z, Hyde C, Youngman E, et al. Diagnostic accuracy 
of single baseline measurement of Elecsys Troponin T high-
sensitive assay for diagnosis of acute myocardial infarction in 
emergency department: systematic review and meta-analysis. BMJ 
2015;350:h15.

 19. Moher D, Shamseer L, Clarke M, et al. Preferred reporting items for 
systematic review and meta-analysis protocols (PRISMA-P) 2015 
statement. Syst Rev 2015;4:1.

 20. Rutjes AW, Reitsma JB, Vandenbroucke JP, et al. Case-control 
and two-gate designs in diagnostic accuracy studies. Clin Chem 
2005;51:1335–41.

 21. Whiting PF, Rutjes AW, Westwood ME, et al. QUADAS-2: a revised 
tool for the quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy studies. Ann 
Intern Med 2011;155:529–36.

 22. Deeks JJ, Macaskill P, Irwig L. The performance of tests of 
publication bias and other sample size effects in systematic 
reviews of diagnostic test accuracy was assessed. J Clin Epidemiol 
2005;58:882–93.

 23. Macaskill PGC, Deeks JJ, Harbord RM, et al; Chapter 10: Analysing 
and Presenting Results. In: Deeks JJ BP, Gatsonis C, eds. Cochrane 
Handbook for Systematic Reviews of Diagnostic Test Accuracy 
Version 10: The Cochrane Collaboration, 2010.

 24. Dendukuri N, Schiller I, Joseph L, et al. Bayesian meta-analysis of 
the accuracy of a test for tuberculous pleuritis in the absence of a 
gold standard reference. Biometrics 2012;68:1285–93.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehv320
http://dx.doi.org/10.3310/hta19440
http://dx.doi.org/10.1373/clinchem.2017.277186
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0b013e31826e1058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10729-017-9398-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10729-017-9398-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2017.17488
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plabm.2016.01.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ahj.2013.03.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2048872613514015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2013.02.078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2012.02.035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2012.02.035
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/M16-2562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.h15
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/2046-4053-4-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1373/clinchem.2005.048595
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-155-8-201110180-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-155-8-201110180-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2005.01.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1541-0420.2012.01773.x

	Diagnostic accuracy of contemporary and high-sensitivity cardiac troponin assays used in serial testing, versus single-sample testing as a comparator, to triage patients suspected of acute non-ST-segment elevation myocardial infarction: a systematic revie
	Abstract
	Introduction  
	Contemporary and high-sensitivity cardiac troponin assays
	Serial testing
	Clinical pathway
	Diagnostic strategies used in the triage of patients suspected of non-ST-segment elevation MI
	Rationale for conducting the review

	Methods and analysis
	Eligibility criteria
	Study design
	Participants
	Index tests
	Target conditions and reference standard
	Outcomes
	Publication status and language


	Searches
	Selection of studies for inclusion
	Data extraction
	Methodological quality assessment
	Assessment of publication bias
	Statistical analysis and data synthesis
	Investigation of heterogeneity

	Sensitivity analysis

	Ethics and dissemination
	References


