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	Framework
	Strongly agree
	Agree
	Neither agree or disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly disagree
	Average Agreement

	Risk Pattern Forecast
	54.55
	27.27
	9.09
	9.09
	0.00
	4.27

	Timely Diagnosis
	54.55
	45.45
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	4.55

	Enhancing Diagnostic Power
	54.55
	27.27
	9.09
	9.09
	0.00
	4.27

	Individualized Intervention
	63.64
	36.36
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	4.64

	Treatment Monitoring
	63.64
	27.27
	0.00
	9.09
	0.00
	4.45
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	Clinical Contexts
	Strongly agree
	Agree
	Neither agree or disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly disagree
	Average Agreement

	Risk Pattern Forecast
	54.55
	27.27
	18.18
	0.00
	0.00
	4.36

	Timely Diagnosis
	81.82
	18.18
	0.00
	0.00
	0.00
	4.82

	Enhancing Diagnostic Power
	54.55
	27.27
	27.27
	0.00
	0.00
	4.36

	Individualized Intervention
	45.45
	27.27
	9.09
	18.18
	0.00
	4.00

	Treatment Monitoring
	45.45
	45.45
	0.00
	9.09
	0.00
	4.27
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	Clinical
Value
	Strongly agree
	Agree
	Neither agree or disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly disagree
	Average Agreement

	Risk Pattern Forecast
	36.36
	36.36
	27.27
	0.00
	0.00
	4.09

	Timely Diagnosis
	54.55
	36.36
	9.09
	0.00
	0.00
	4.45

	Enhancing Diagnostic Power
	45.45
	27.27
	18.18
	9.09
	0.00
	4.09

	Individualized Intervention
	27.27
	45.45
	9.09
	9.09
	9.09
	3.73

	Treatment Monitoring
	45.45
	36.36
	9.09
	9.09
	0.00
	4.18
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	Timeline to Applicability 
	Don’t know
	Now
	1-5 years
	5-10 years
	>10 years
	Not Clinically Relevant Applicable

	Most Selected Option

	Risk Patterns Forecast
	0.00
	9.09
	54.55
	27.27
	9.09
	0.00
	In 1 to 5 years

	Timely Diagnosis
	0.00
	9.09
	81.82
	0.00
	9.09
	0.00
	In 1 to 5 years

	Enhancing Diagnostic Procedure
	4.55
	4.55
	59.10
	22.73
	9.09
	0.00
	In 1 to 5 years

	Individualized Intervention
	3.03
	9.09
	39.39
	36.36
	9.09
	3.03
	In 1 to 5 years

	Treatment Monitoring
	4.55
	13.64
	50
	18.18
	13.64
	0.00
	In 1 to 5 years


Note: Table denotes relative distribution and average agreement of expert feedback responses on the different example applicability timeline
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Note: Aggregated results from the challenges foreseen. Error bars represent the standard deviation of the occurrence of the item across different examples.
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