Appendix 2 – Two randomly selected participants from the top and bottom consistency scores distribution
Rankings provided by a randomly selected participant from the bottom 5th percentile of the consistency distribution, and by a randomly selected participant in the top 5th percentile (Figure A1). Participant 49 had a low consistency score, and their responses display a lack of consistency in judging the same data types in different conditions, while Participant 149 who had a high consistency score is very consistent in their responses about data types across conditions.  
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Figure A1a. Randomly selected participant from the bottom 5% consistency score.
[image: Chart, bar chart

Description automatically generated]
Figure A1b. Randomly selected participant from the top 5% consistency score.
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