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Table 1. Gradeability Data between 2 Primary Graders

Grader 2
REPLY: We thank Dr Sabour and Dr Ghassemi for their
comments regarding our paper.1 The authors expressed 2
concerns about our methodology and statistical analysis.
Grader 1 TotalYes No

Yes 1722 71 1793
No 87 89 176
Total 1809 160 1969

This analysis was done for all 1969 images that were graded by the 2 pri-
mary readers, noted here as Grader 1 and Grader 2. Prevalence and bias-
adjusted kappa was 0.84 based on this table.
Regarding the gradeability concordance, we evaluated all 1969
images that were each graded by both primary readers (Table 1)
and used their grades to calculate a prevalence and bias-adjusted
kappa of 0.84. This value is suggests very strong agreement
between the 2 readers which further supports our conclusion of
high interreader reproducibility of gradeability.2

With respect to the quantitative variables, we previously deter-
mined that the intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) (2, 1)3 for
lesion area was 0.99 (95% confidence interval also 0.99e0.99). We
opted to report Bland-Altman and coefficient of reproducibility
(smallest real difference) rather than the ICC, as ICC is known to be
highly dependent on the range of values measured, with greater range
leading to higher ICC.4 Finally, it is important to note that all
measurements were calculated with an individual-based approach
rather than the global average approach. Each image included in
the lesion area analysis was graded by the same 2 readers and the
interreader difference was calculated in a consistent manner.
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