
Table. Inter rater reliability (IRR) for signalling questions   

DOMAIN SIGNALLING QUESTIONS  IRR (SD) 

ADHERING 

(N = 17) 

ASSIGNMENT 

(N = 13) 

RANDOMIZATION 

PROCESS 

1.1 Was the allocation sequence random? 0.4 (0.09) 0.43(0.1) 

1.2 Was the allocation sequence concealed until participants were enrolled and assigned to interventions? 0.41 (0.08) 0.27(0.09) 

1.3 Did baseline differences between intervention groups suggest a problem with the randomization process? 0.38 (0.07) 0.19(0.1) 

Risk-of-bias judgement 0.26 (0.09) 0.24(0.09) 

DEVIATIONS FROM 

THE INTENDED 

INTERVENTIONS 

 

2.1 Were participants aware of their assigned intervention during the trial? 0.52 (0.09) 0.6(0.09) 

2.2 Were careers and people delivering the interventions aware of participants' assigned intervention during the trial? 0.58 (0.08) 0.23(0.09) 

ADHERING 

2.3 Were important co-interventions balanced across intervention groups? 0.64 (0.07) - 

2.4 Could failures in implementing the intervention have affected the outcome?  0.001 (0.08) - 

2.5 Did study participants adhere to the assigned intervention regimen? 1 (0.1) - 

2.6 Was an appropriate analysis used to estimate the effect of adhering to the intervention? 0.13 (0.06) - 

ASSIGNMENT 

2.3 Were there deviations from the intended intervention that arose because of the experimental context?  - -0.05(0.08) 

2.4 Were these deviations from intended intervention balanced between groups? - -0.03(0.09) 

2.5 Were these deviations likely to have affected the outcome? - -0.02(0.11) 

2.6 Was an appropriate analysis used to estimate the effect of assignment to intervention? - -0.04(0.1) 

2.7 Was there potential for a substantial impact (on the result) of the failure to analyse participants in the group to which 

they were randomized? 
- 

-0.09(0.08) 

Risk-of-bias judgement 0.21 (0.07) -0.02(0.09) 

MISSING OUTCOME 

DATA 

3.1 Were data for this outcome available for all, or nearly all, participants randomized? 0.39 (0.08) 0.3(0.09) 

3.2 Is there evidence that the result was not biased by missing outcome data? 0.21(0.08) 0.22(0.09) 

3.3 Could missingness in the outcome depend on its true value? 0.18 (0.07) 0.35(0.1) 

3.4 Do the proportions of missing outcome data differ between intervention groups? 0.26 (0.07) 0.21(0.08) 

3.5 Is it likely that missingness in the outcome depended on its true value? 0.16 (0.07) 0.08(0.08) 

Risk-of-bias judgement 0.15 (0.08) 0.15(0.08) 

MEASUREMENT OF 

THE OUTCOME 

 

4.1 Was the method of measuring the outcome inappropriate? 1(0.1) 1(0.11) 

4.2 Could measurement or ascertainment of the outcome have differed between intervention groups? -0.04(0.08) 1(0.11) 

4.3 Were outcome assessors aware of the intervention received by study participants? 0.38(0.07) 0.19(0.08) 

4.4 Could assessment of the outcome have been influenced by knowledge of intervention received? 0.57(0.07) 0.32(0.08) 

4.5 Is it likely that assessment of the outcome was influenced by knowledge of intervention received? 0.31(0.07) 0.1(0.08) 

Risk-of-bias judgement 0.51(0.08) 0.19(0.09) 

SELECTION OF THE 

REPORTED RESULT 

5.1 Was the trial analyzed in accordance with a pre-specified plan that was finalized before unblinded outcome data 

were available for analysis? 

0.22 (0.08) 0.3(0.09) 

5.2 Is the numerical result being assessed likely to have been selected, on the basis of the results, from multiple outcome 

measurements (e.g. scales, definitions, time points) within the outcome domain? 

-0.13(0.1) -0.06(0.09) 

5.3 Is the numerical result being assessed likely to have been selected, on the basis of the results, from multiple analyses 

of the data? 

-0.14(0.09) -0.08(0.09) 

Risk-of-bias judgement 0.21(0.09) 0.49(0.1) 

SD: Standard deviation   

 


