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1 Additional simulation results

The MAE values for the two simulations are plotted against each other for table sizes of 3 x 3,
4x4,5x5,and 6 x 6 and sample sizes of 50, 100, 200, and 500 in Tables 9 to 12, respectively.

The comparison of MAE values of two simulations over low, medium, and high degrees
of agreement is given in Figure 13 and those are given in the breakdown of low and medium

degrees of agreement and the table sizes in Figure 14 and 15, respectively.



MAE values for 3X3 tables with sample size = 50 MAE values for 4X4 tables with sample size = 50 MAE values for 5X5 tables with sample size = 50 MAE values for 6X6 tables with sample size = 50
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Figure 9: The comparison between two simulations for the sample size of 50 with 3x3, 4x4, 5x5,
and 6x6 table sizes.

MAE values for 3X3 tables with sample size = 100 MAE values for 4X4 tables with sample size = 100 MAE values for 5X5 tables with sample size = 100 MAE values for 6X6 tables with sample size = 100
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Figure 10: The comparison between two simulations for the sample size of 100 with 3x3, 4x4,
5x5, and 6x6 table sizes.



Having grey areas

Figure 11: The comparison between two simulations for the sample size of 200 with 3x3, 4x4,
5x5, and 6x6 table sizes.

Having grey areas

Figure 12: The comparison between two simulations for the sample size of 500 with 3x3, 4x4,
5x5, and 6x6 table sizes.
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MAE values with low degree of agreement MAE values with medium degree of agreement MAE values with high degree of agreement
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Figure 13: The comparison between two simulations with various degree of true agreements
with low, medium and high degree of agreement.
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Figure 14: The comparison between two simulations with various degree of true agreements
with low degree of agreement for tables with 3 to 6 categories.
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Figure 15: The comparison between two simulations with various degree of true agreements
with medium degree of agreement for tables with 3 to 6 categories.
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