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Table S1 Domain and the overall study assessment for the internal validity of Kwon et al. (2024) using the questionnaire among participating groups  
	
	Master students (n=8)
	Postgraduates
(n=22)
	Experts
(n=6)
	pa

	Overall assessment
	72.4 (67.3-78.8)
	68.5 (60.9-73.7)
	86.3 (82.1-93.2)
	0.063

	Overall study design
	83.3 (77.8-100)
	77.8 (69.4-100)
	100 (83.3-100)
	0.221

	Purity & identity
	33.3 (33.3-41.7)
	33.3 (16.7-50)
	66.7 (66.7-79.2)
	0.009

	Formulation
	72.2 (66.7-88.9)
	66.7 (47.2-86.1)
	88.9 (80.6-97.2)
	0.095

	Study conduct
	84.4 (74.1-92.2)
	71.1 (65-86.1)
	90 (85.6-94.4)
	0.042

	Sampling & analysisb
	68 (59.4-76.8)
	65.2 (61.4-73.7)
	82.8 (75.4-93.1)
	0.171


Values are medians (IQR) of percent reached from maximum reachable 100%.
aKruskal-Wallis test. 
bCombined analysis of domains 5 and 6, i.e. Sample collection and analysis; toxicokinetic analysis and data reporting. 
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Table S2 Domain results and the overall assessment obtained by assessing the internal validity of AnandaKumar et al. (2025) using the questionnaire.  
	[bookmark: _Hlk221012745]
	Master students (n=8)
	Postgraduates
(n=22)
	Experts
(n=6)
	p

	Overall assessment
	78.8 (72.6-83.3)
	58.8 (49.8-70.5)
	79.1 (75.2-84.4)
	0.004

	Overall study design
	100 (77.8-100)
	61.1 (44.4-77.8)
	88.9 (77.8-100)
	0.002

	Purity & identity
	83.3 (62.5-83.3)
	83.3 (54.2-83.3)
	83.3 (58.3-83.3)
	0.830

	Formulation
	66.7 (63.9-80.6)
	50 (44.4-55.6)
	66.7 (50-66.7)
	0.009

	Study conduct
	81.1 (70-88.3)
	68.9 (45.2-76.7)
	85.6 (78.3-91.1)
	0.047

	Sampling & analysis
	81.2 (77.5-85.1)
	52.5 (46.4-78.4)
	81.2 (70.3-90.9)
	0.015


Values are medians and 25 to 75 of percent reached from maximum reachable 100%
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