Appendix
Figure 1. Outcome ranking Question1. The board voted on a 7-point Likert scale where 1 was “not very important” and 7 was “very important.”
[image: Immagine che contiene testo, schermata, Policromia, design
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Figure 2. Subgroup ranking Question1. The board voted on a 7-point Likert scale where 1 was “not very important” and 7 was “very important.”
[image: Immagine che contiene testo, schermata, diagramma, design

Descrizione generata automaticamente]
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Figure 3. Outcome ranking Question2. The board voted on a 7-point Likert scale where 1 was “not very important” and 7 was “very important.”
[image: Immagine che contiene testo, schermata, diagramma, design

Descrizione generata automaticamente]

Figure 4. Subgroup ranking Question 2. The board voted on a 7-point Likert scale where 1 was “not very important” and 7 was “very important.”
[image: Immagine che contiene testo, schermata, Policromia, design

Descrizione generata automaticamente]
[image: Immagine che contiene testo, schermata, diagramma, design

Descrizione generata automaticamente]








Figure 5. Outcome ranking Question3A. The board voted on a 7-point Likert scale where 1 was “not very important” and 7 was “very important.”
[image: Immagine che contiene testo, schermata, design, slot machine

Descrizione generata automaticamente]

Figure 6. Subgroup ranking Question 3A. The board voted on a 7-point Likert scale where 1 was “not very important” and 7 was “very important.”
[image: Immagine che contiene testo, schermata, Policromia, design

Descrizione generata automaticamente]
[image: Immagine che contiene testo, schermata, software, design

Descrizione generata automaticamente]








Figure 7. Outcome ranking Question 3B. The board voted on a 7-point Likert scale where 1 was “not very important” and 7 was “very important.”
[image: Immagine che contiene testo, schermata, software, Icona del computer

Descrizione generata automaticamente]


Figure 8. Subgroup ranking Question 3B. The board voted on a 7-point Likert scale where 1 was “not very important” and 7 was “very important.”
[image: Immagine che contiene testo, schermata, design, slot machine

Descrizione generata automaticamente]








Table 1. Whole panel agreement on statement.
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