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Kappa x#cezt 8 2 ;8 ¥ & 5 K 4c 4 (unweighted Kappa) 2 4¢ 48 (weighted
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! Everitt, B. S. (1992). The Analysis of Contingency Tables (2nd ed). London: Chapman & Hall.
2 Cohen, J. (1968). Weighted kappa: Nominal scale agreement with provision for scaled disagreement
or partial credit. Psychological Bulletin, 70(4), 213-220.
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3 Gwet, K. L. (2014). Handbook of inter-rater reliability: The definitive guide to measuring the extent
of agreement among raters (4th ed.). Advanced Analytics, LLC.
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4 4o Kappa &~ 173 2 % 1% 5 https://www.ibm.com/support/pages/weighted-kappa-kappa-ordered-
categories
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