SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS
Supplementary Discussion

For the phase 2 test batch, all outcome parameters increased significantly between the before-and-
after training evaluations of the test batch, but the scores in the second evaluation were lower than
for training batch 4 (Table 4). This seems most likely due to a greater difficulty of the test batch
videos compared to those in the training batches, as unfortunately, we did not include the training
batch in the balancing of the mix of difficulty that was used to assign videos to the 4 training
batches. A greater difficulty of the test batch compared to the training batches is also supported by
all scores being higher in training batch 1 than in the first evaluation of the test batch, at a stage
when no feedback had been given. . This explanation is also supported by the lower relative
delineation scores obtained in phase 1 for the 5 videos used in the test batch compared to the 20

videos in the phase 2 training batches.



Supplementary figures

Figure 4. Median scores of all outcome parameters for different levels of endoscopic expertise in phase 1.
The grey lines show the scoring for each assessor, the solid blue lines represent median scoring for each
outcome over different batches. The black dotted lines show the 25%and 75" percentile scoring for each
outcome over different batches.
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Figure 5. Median scores of all outcome parameters for different levels of endoscopic expertise in phase 2.

The grey lines show the scoring for each assessor, the solid blue lines represent median scoring for each

outcome over different batches. The black dotted lines show the 25%"and 75t percentile scoring for each

outcome over different batches.
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