
Applying STARE-HI to 
conference papers
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Methods- priority framework
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Methods- completeness

� :9����"�������!�!�����&�9;
�
��	&�"�9:
��&�9<
���&�9<

� �����������������	���	�!��	���������
=����������
� >���+ "$������!����	�0?82

� ���������+ ������	���!����	�0?9.*2

� ���+ �������0?92

� ���+ ��������#����"�������!�!��

�  ����	���$�	�"�������	������������



Methods- completeness
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Results – priority framework
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Results – priority framework
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Results – Priority adjusted completeness
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Results- completeness
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Results completeness

Histogram of distribution of Kappa
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Discussion
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