Additional file 1. All-eyes sensitivity analysis (both eyes per patient, n = 145).
Table S1. Planning discrepancy rates in the all-eyes set with generalized estimating equation (GEE) cluster-robust confidence intervals.
	Contrast
	n/N
	%
	GEE cluster-robust 95% CI

	B-MEAS vs. B-PRED
	41/145
	28.3
	20.9–36.3

	J&J vs. B-MEAS
	79/145
	54.5
	45.6–63.4

	J&J vs. B-PRED
	65/145
	44.8
	35.2–53.4


Generalized estimating equations: binomial family, exchangeable working correlation, robust standard errors, patient as cluster (91 patients; 54 patients contributed both eyes), as prespecified in the study protocol. Planning discrepancy defined a priori as a toric cylinder step change ≥ 1 and/or an axis difference ≥ 10°. In the all-eyes set, a ≥ 2-step difference in the B-MEAS vs. B-PRED contrast occurred in a single eye (0.7%); all other results were consistent with the primary analysis set. B-PRED = Barrett with predicted PCA; B-MEAS = Barrett with measured PCA; JJ / J&J = Johnson & Johnson toric calculator; PCA = posterior corneal astigmatism.
