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Scoring Key:
e /(1): The study fully fulfills the assessment criteria.
# (0.5): The study partially fulfills assessment criteria, or the information is unclear.
X (0): The study does not fulfil assessment criteria.
N/A (Not applicable): The item is not applicable to the study.
2. Inter-Rater Reliability Assessment
Screening Stage Number of Agreement Disagreement Cohen’s Kappa Interpretation
Records Assessed
Title and abstract 105 90 15 0.75 Substantial
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