Table 2 Comparison of general information, quality, and reliability scores of gingival recession videos between TikTok and Bilibili.
	Variables
	Bilibili (n =75 )
	TikTok (n =109)
	P

	
	
	
	

	General information
	
	
	

	Video length(s),M (Q1,Q3)
	79.00 (53.00, 104.00)
	79.00 (53.00, 104.00)
	<.001

	Likes,M (Q1,Q3)
	33.00 (15.00, 99.00)
	33.00 (15.00, 99.00)
	<.001

	Collections,M (Q1,Q3)
	22.00 (10.00, 63.00)
	22.00 (10.00, 63.00)
	<.001

	Comments,M (Q1,Q3)
	5.00 (1.00, 15.00)
	5.00 (1.00, 15.00)
	0.018

	Shares,M (Q1,Q3)
	5.00 (1.00, 18.00)
	5.00 (1.00, 18.00)
	<.001

	Video content
	
	
	

	Etiology
	44 (58.67)
	80 (73.39)
	0.036

	Clinical manifestation
	58 (77.33)
	82 (75.23)
	0.742

	Treatment
	64 (85.33)
	69 (63.30)
	0.001

	Prevention
	43 (57.33)
	51 (46.79)
	0.160

	Risk factors
	4 (5.33)
	14 (12.84)
	0.092

	Video quality
	
	
	

	GQS score,M (Q1,Q3)
	3.00 (2.00, 4.00)
	2.00 (2.00, 3.00)
	<.001

	mDISCERN score,M (Q1,Q3)
	2.00 (1.00, 2.00)
	2.00 (1.00, 2.00)
	0.004

	JAMA,M (Q1,Q3)
	2.00 (2.00, 2.00)
	2.00 (1.00, 2.00)
	<.001

	Completeness,M (Q1,Q3)
	3.00 (2.00, 4.00)
	3.00 (2.00, 4.00)
	0.450



Data are presented as median (Q1, Q3) for continuous variables and n (%) for categorical variables. Statistical significance was determined using the Mann–Whitney U test for continuous variables and the chi-square test or Fisher's exact test for categorical variables. GQS, Global Quality Scale; mDISCERN, modified DISCERN; JAMA, Journal of the American Medical Association benchmark criteria.
