Supplemental table 2. Interobserver agreement for shape evaluation, reported in literature.

	Paper
	Observers
	Kappa

	Choi, 2010[1]a
	4 faculty
	0.61

	Hoang, 2018[2]
	8 radiologists
	0.61

	Kim, 2012[3]
	7 residents
	0.57

	Kim, 2010[4]a
	9 observers
	0.40

	
	5 faculty
	0.46

	
	4 residents
	0.34

	Lim-Dunham, 2017[5]
	2 experienced radiologists
	0.29 (0.01-0.72)

	Norlen, 2014[6]b
	2 trained surgeons
	0.61

	Pang, 2019[7]
	2 radiologists
	0.28

	Park, 2010[8]
	5 radiologists
	0.42

	Park, 2012[9]
	3 radiologists
	0.42


(a) maximum k value reported in any of the two sessions; (b) all features were grouped in two classes
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