Appendix A
Table A1. This is a table caption
	Assessment Tool
	Weighted Kappa (κ)
	95% Confidence Interval

	GQS
	0.72
	0.61 – 0.83

	mDISCERN
	0.73
	0.62 – 0.84

	JAMA
	0.81
	0.71 – 0.91



[bookmark: _GoBack]The inter-rater reliability was evaluated using the weighted Kappa statistic. Unlike the unweighted Cohen's Kappa, which treats any disagreement equally, the weighted Kappa is more appropriate for ordinal scales (such as the Likert-type scales used in GQS, mDISCERN, and JAMA scores) as it assigns partial credit to disagreements that are only one category apart, while giving less credit to larger discrepancies. This provides a more nuanced measure of agreement.
Weighting Scheme:We used linear weights. For example, a disagreement between scores of 3 and 4 is considered less severe than a disagreement between 3 and 5.
Interpretation of Kappa Values: The strength of agreement was interpreted using the benchmarks proposed by Landis and Koch (1977): ≤ 0.00: Poor; 0.01-0.20: Slight; 0.21-0.40: Fair; 0.41-0.60: Moderate; 0.61-0.80: Good; 0.81-1.00: Very good to Excellent.



