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 Variation in pathological evaluation   

 

Table 1a, Round 1 - first vs. second assessment 

Intra-

observer 

variability  Kappa, weighted 

Proportion of perfect 

agreement 

NW 0.77 (0.53 - 0.93) 90% (81%-99%) 

Pathologist  1 0.52 (0.30 - 0.73) 71% (58%-84%) 

Pathologist  2  0.67 (0.46 - 0.85) 82% (70%-93%) 

Pathologist  3 0.58 (0.34 - 0.77) 78% (65%-90%) 

Surgeon  1 0.48 (0.27 - 0.72) 73% (61%-86%) 

Surgeon 2 0.51 (0.29 - 0.72) 73% (61%-86%) 

 

Table 1b, Round 2 - first vs. second assessment 

Intra-

observer 

variability  Kappa, weighted 

Proportion of perfect 

agreement 

NW 0.58 (0.31 - 0.77) 82% (71%-93%) 

Pathologist  1 0.44 (0.16 - 0.65) 68% (54%-81%) 

Pathologist  2 0.69 (0.48 - 0.90) 84% (73%-94%) 

Pathologist  3 0.53 (0.31 - 0.76) 74% (61%-87%) 

Surgeon  1 0.60 (0.36 - 0.81) 78% (66%-90%) 

Surgeon  2 0.72 (0.50 - 0.89) 86% (76%-95%) 

 

Table 1a-b: Both tables show each participants agreement with themselves. Numbers in parenthesis 

reflects a 95% confidence interval 

 

 


