Table 1. Cross-evidence-type confidence assessment criteria
	Evidence type
	High confidence
	Medium confidence
	Low confidence

	Qualitative structural alerts
	Mechanistic-analytical model with rule set covering the structural class of the target compound
	Statistical or fragment model, or rule set marginally covering it
	Outside the rule set or inter-model conflict

	Quantitative QSAR prediction
	Within the applicability domain with consistent cross-validation
	At the edge of the applicability domain or partially inconsistent between models
	Outside the applicability domain or inter-model conflict

	Endpoint-specific screening
	Multi-tool consistent and within the applicability domain
	Single-tool screening-level prediction unconfirmed by cross-validation
	Outside the applicability domain or inter-tool conflict

	Molecular docking
	Binding energy trend directionally consistent with independent predictions and converged poses
	Converged poses but lacking independent validation
	Scattered poses or directionally conflicting with independent predictions

	Target prediction
	Dual-platform agreement
	Single-platform prediction
	Inter-platform conflict

	Pathway enrichment
	Multi-database agreement reaching the significance threshold
	Single database reaching the threshold
	Below the threshold
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