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1. N2

SAGAAT o) T B B A (rater) 7 T 74 WER AR A, A A=
A x5 AE L §HR) & (measure of agreement) 2 LEFATH 3 $7F2 X =7} Bennet
5(1954), Scott(1955), Cohen(1960), Holley 2} Guilford(1964) 5ol &3 AMI= Yo, 2
Z Cohen®] A= 7} F2 AHEHTL

ke BARAAZ F71e] AFE x| 1] & (observed agreement proportion) oAl £ of £
3 7]1th= &= ¥A) )& (chance expected agreement proportion)& EAS E= 2, & 2
of 287 S Aol VRS THE BRE AT Atk T2} $A0) ST GA @
Ae)7} BY T, FURE] NS VAT Zet Bgo] 3lTk(Feinsteind} Cicchetti,
1990; Gwet, 2001).

Cicchetti®} Feinstein(1990), Byrt 5(1993), Lantz 2} Nebenzahl(1996)2 & AH§-& o,
kel Ao YEA B 998 AEsRE SEE 87 AN A& Atk 1)
Y oluol= ste] 258 AFEE o ZE deAl2 Qith B8 Aickin(1990)-2 constant
predictive probability(CPP) B8 3te] 4] 2clo] &3] Hrke €o] 83 BHache A
22 A E o] &3t oF A2HE}9 L, Andres £ Marzo(2004) & t3 A8 A (multiple
choice test) 0 2 5E o] o &A1 vl & A ALFITE o] EL kAH S =
T o)A g, Aol e BE Bl 2aris RS JHAL Yok

1) (137-701) A&A AZF GRS 505, FHETheta ool o b5 A ), AT
E-mail: sheherazard7@hanmail.net

2) (RAA ) (187-701) LA MEF W% 505, ZFE P g ojshd AT, ug
E-mail: ygpark@catholic.ac.kr
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B AFAAE T FAR ) 93 F B2Y PFE 24 2FD %Y 2YRIAY
k) BAAT wsh BEA0] 4AHD & BASEY BARES AN, 1 EANE 9
e A2 e FASES AGech 28004E B A7NM AEF D 9t Cohendl £E
HZE 7R GAES FALES ol 5o A E GFS AP TTh 3TAAE oA BA
e AEsA] A N2 YAEE AQUT. 42N AAE T3 71 A= A
He YAEE ¥y, TNZE Foie) AdD YA YIE AN g
52ME £ A7 ast o9 g Fel @k

2. O{2{THAl ERlERt 3 2HE

2.1. Izt =A

BA A% BAA B7 A NAL AAE £ A 7Fsd 0 25 5 shiz 47
2o AHE AYe 2PV o] 0 T W WRE Yew's} No'2hT 313 A2 HA
A BT AR F 21005 ola @ AT W) AH7} 2 x 2 BGER AN o]
At}

E 2.1: FAAL WS P T AA N AA L 2=

FAA A
HAXAB Yes No Total
Yes a b g1
No c d g2
Total i f N
o T FRA} B Z Yeso] BF3 7|A 011, d= S Noo| 73 74 fﬂ] -’F

olt. b FAA Ash B7} 27 97 Nogh Yesol £58 AA 4012, A o=
Al A= Yesol|, 3R A B= Nooll 53 7HA] $olth. AR A7) A3 Yes) Noof| 5 6‘1-
£ WA $E A2 {7 L2 Y72 B0 288 07 6, o9 SA% PRz 3
BEL

22Y YA WL pot T WA 2L W2 ERF AN e, 4 @1)FH 2
o},

(2.1)

N
28U E AR AANES 9935 2L HFE2 B3l 4ol gonz o8 W
A FATE 50 2 4L (2.2)9% 2tk

Do — Pe (2.2)
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A71A pee FAoll 3l ZIthE = FX vE-E vepn, 4 (22)% #2E A vE

I &k FX) WS (N/N = 1) B2 A - o8 &2 v&L W 3o v 2 Fedr
o] AolA AL pe ot FAE FL b} 22 F A 272 S ok o A W

A 2L S FAY ufe} 4 %J?ﬂ"é o) A= ghol B Aoz, & 2.1004
at+d=Nol 4= B, 5 p, = 1< AFole pe%)c°ﬂ BARe) FAE F2 19 B
o ol a+d=0°] AH3E FF, Fp, =02 5 HT EFA |22 FAE P2
—1°l 51‘"31 °] 242 p. =054 EHJ A 7 ‘MH "LL P2 W &3 Ao
BRAZE AAE SPH o1 AEFHA A B35, Aol 3 FA vl A
% g WFe o o 7}51D}(Gwet 2001). &, ¥b3 WF7FF AL Arole F B
gzl A9 e F7h7E AA B 50%E @A ‘?Jilﬁ;} 5 ok wEkAl pee [0, 0.5]9) W

g Z=

()

2.2. Cohen?| 2} J 2HIH

4 (2.2)914 p. 2] Bl oll wek o8 4R FA =7 Ao D). Cohend] ri p T 4 (2.3)3
2ol Yol 2AREL) Fo2 BAW FA Tt

o= (£) )+ ()
pe(k)e] R WA g 1=r BAZ7) MZE Yesol] 3 AMAS SRz BEF LS £
A% Ao, F HA FL WF NoZ & /A SHAY B/ FEL 73
4 2)NA poite] FY A, ()7t HEFE wt AL TR po7t 19 7}
7+ Zolet A=, po(k)7F 2THE ,.;h )9 e zHe 7}A W, o)A o] Feinsteiny} Cic-
chetti(1990) 7} 23t v R WA JAHojr}.

gﬁ) : (2.3)

et
o
K
o

% 2.2 k8 A F49 o

(a) A 73 FHEXE b) AR EFY FHEE
HAA A BAA A
HAAB Yes No Total HAA B Yes No Total
Yes 40 9 49 Yes 80 10 90
No 6 45 51 No 5 5 10
Total 46 54 100 Total 85 15 100

Do = 0.85, po(k) = 0.50,6 = 0.70  p, = 0.85, pe(k) = 0.78,x = 0.32

E 229 (a)$} (b)= BF p,7} 0.852 v A & #FH FA v &S Hola glon,
()9 k32 (2)9] Auk FE=2 A vhebdth 4] (23)4 BX0] pe(k)= EZRAIAHY
FHUFEY FoF FAFHY, FHEEY} 2] 2o Yebd pe(x) 3k 2ol 7} wgkel
BEFE A Aolth (a)9} 2ol FHFF] 47 050 7t F¥E FTRA FHER
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331, (b)9} 2ol FHEFo] 058 T AP ZAY FL AL s BErdd Zueys ¢
G $294 FULEU FUA FUREUT p (07 T B R AAA 5, ke A
o} .
BAR As BAR BY 7 FFANY FARENLL W, F fi=00°1L L=0%
“HE o3 o] e} 1 $tt}. Feinsteini} Cicchetti(1990)7} &3t x2] F WA 442 EF¥Y3 &
oA FHEL/ MU AAL w7t HAAY wjEch EGHE HY L w7t S

EH%‘% HWET} pe(k)9] gho] Fol ko] gho] AXT& Aotk

£ 23 k9 FHA F49 4

(a) WA E4Y FHEZ (b) vl A A EFY FHER
BEA A B A
HAAB Yes No Total HAAB Yes No Total
Yes 45 15 60 Yes 25 35 60
No 25 15 40 No 5 35 40
Total 70 30 100 Total 30 70 100
Po = 0.60, pe(r) = 0.54,x = 0.13 Po = 0.60, p.(x) = 0.46,x = 0.26

(d) ES4AT h A=

B9y FAE B0 FHEE
BREA A BAA A
HAAB Yes No Total HAAB Yes No Total
Yes 85 5 90 Yes 70 10 80
No 5 5 10 No 0 20 20
Total 90 10 100 Total 70 30 100
Po =0.90, po(k) = 0.82,6 = 044  p, = 0.90, pe(x) = 0.62,5 = 0.74

T po7F0.600] 9, (a)9} 22 3 A EFY FHEEE (
Z2 HdRd EFF FAEZEY «9 o] o A vehdrh =3 (¢)} (d)=
Po=0.900]2 WA H E7Y FHEZ AT, ()& f1 =91 =90°|L fo = g2 = 102
Aol (d)= FHERZT} 242} f; =70, g1 = 80, fo = 30, go = 2091 E2LAT 0
o oMY TS FF FA v &S 2 EFYEH FHEEZY) 44 g FQ
47 NA L Wi}t kgrol o FA Uehgoh

I3 ke GOl AFT Aol 93 FA) HEL BN FHEY F IR 2AE
A etk pe(k)9] B = [0, 1]0] H 1, FHABERE) JFL v p(k)o] 7] ] Fol

EFAYL o FHAEE-10] HA Fevh EF R 210 a=NoJAYd=N2 7

=10] X ¢k p.(k) = 1°] HT}.

E 23994 (a)8 (b)= &

Pl
Sk
5 Po
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2.3. U2 exleel O 2HE
2.3.1. Holley2} Guilford?| G

Bennet 5(1954) -l g3 71di= = FA v & 7F £ FFX70.58 B
pe7F 0.5Q SE A2 th o1& Holley 2} Guilford(1964), Janson3} Vegelius(1979), Bren-
nan3} Prediger(1981) 5% p. £ 0.52 ¥ & S5 52 A ¢34t} Bennet 5(1954)¢) <
3l -l % 2] u&Y FAHL, WS WE 9 5 E o)L dThE otolt Tt AF
AR QAT ko) 22 AFH =2 F7t2 A 92 Holley9} Guilford®] GolA A& Al
A= RL ‘ji ol EE & YoEE Gl it

pe(G) =0.5. (24)

2 (2.4)8 4 (2.2)o) ALSE G =2p, — 10 H, F FRZA7} T2 HWFE BFE )

A 57} 2k 50%TH G 0 TE 00l ZAMS e, 2L MEE BHE QA 71 50% 2T

Ad 3 29 2 2 2ok 23 G EFA Y el -1, ST FA L ol

18] FAE & AT, p,2] A7 FFYol B pe(G)E 052 ILAFH v FAE
FolBg golA AFT 21& BEATIE £ 4 glvh

2.3.2. Scott?| 7

Scott(1955) o] A e 72 p.(m) F BRI} Fojd HFo 22 FEZ NAE R
g RAolghe 714 sl A FAHEHY, p.(r)S] 2 -2 ZF AR B 7/ vEY FoE ¢
Zii=2

pe(m) = P} + P2. (2.5)

A7 Pi3 Pye 242 Py=[(£i/N +91/N)/2), Po = [(f2/N + g2/ N)/2} o e

2 pe(m)S] Haghol 05017 HArhgkel 1o] P& S4S AR ¢e} 2o of
FUe ZEolTh 293 s A9} Zol T BRI BE ANE ) 22 WFE 2R
St A9 p(mBE 19 Ak webd $ES GAY @) GAET} 10 FA) Rk

2.3.3. Gwet2| AC,

Gwet(2001) 0] A 2+3t AC;-& 3 AR ¥ Z (intraobserver variation)& Ve &=
2] A4 (coefficient of uncertainty)E o}-&3}o] p.(AC)) & F3 Aoz, 1 AL (2.6)4—]— ZE]‘
=3

pe(AC1) =2P(1 - P). (2.6)
714 P Poe Al (2.5)0 A9} 3t
pe(AC1)S 7} [0, 0.5]0] 1, (Yes, Yes) =+ (No, No)2| 7o BE 7171 55 of
AE W p.(AC)) = 00] FHo, FollA AT 2AL BEHeE FA=o|Th
Y 21L& 2HEZT} k, 1, AC,Y 710 R Blg v E S JEE Aot
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29 21 WF Yes) 285 p, 9] W3

28014 AHE vis} 2ol YRES) YASE FUEE ZHHY W Y I3
g 2372 2E0 28U 2 MR A £8 S FAS) o B oy,
SQst AT A= BAAE] £ Glind) PN FHA BAAE Huz, L
78 AR £71 2 A7 =2 o] Aok AR I 2AT AR 3
gy 2A Feoz A% re] JUL HAY 5 Yt AL GHNEE AV

N, o

3.1. Aot §Xl%
v &9 7S P33 FANAE 8l od 2910 ERIA 9 ule} AHE3HE

o] GehA ). whot A/Behe Wl o] BsHe gholW A4 HFE 443, Bel she] 3
F2 07 5o} Wt oW 2HWF L ALE BT (Ferger, 1931).
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X 21004 Z+ A ZE A2
AR dold £ A=
HEE

T34 FHEZE &
Aot} o]y #¥A =B
EFPAS T

o8 V-

HA| 27 3f oF ghet.

Ho Yo B BAA A} A} B Yes29] B7} vl & fi/NS} gi/NE 5 3

o

g HEs] AT MEL FAZY AL
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+5 AA 7Hf<‘]]‘?N°§L}"LF‘ < °l

1=} =2
_,.__u.a

of e 49} AA RRAE

2x 2 BASY) A BAA ] B vl v FAY

o

Z7F 22 AA A oA 73 HER, APolA B golmg 7 FA A I
Bt H &L Adegdgo g 78 £ Qo) o] W] AEdF PF WS FF Noz2 g Aded
T P= 4 (3.1)F (3.2)2 ud=TH
fi _ ‘
(N N) /2= Py, (3.1)
f2 | 92 _
(N + N) /2 = Ps. (3.2)
7349 B 8L A AL R0 22 £ AL 2RI 2
Astl N P A ER T Hl P13} P9) 33-&, Ferger7} vt whe} o], 4 (3.3)%
2L 239 FE AHEE of gk
LQ = 2P\ P, (3.3)
Py Py
et FHEZ] YA EFFANL BAS 2HEE 4] (33) g9 o= %
e, AL FAES p(H)= 4 (34)9 2o

pe(H) = 2P, Py x 2P\ Py 4+ 2P, Py x 2P, Py = 2(2P, P»)2. (3.4)
A (2.2)9] peoll po(H)E Y3 A (3.5)9) 22 A% FAE HE d=T
Do — e(H> 3.5
"= 1'“pe(H> ( ‘ )
N2L FXNEE FHETY 4o U7 wol= 28, o FHEZE 7MY
T S AL wole 1, S EFNY wole —19 FA= P& ZA=rh 2L I
o H9x

A 31004 B wks} 2o p,(H)

3.2. MOt X%

WA G} AR Do) AR F7b z002 AR AR 4 Nol 2RE O Y 2
}\']’ Al (3-5)9] Pog]' pe(H)“C‘ zvz+ Po = P11 + P22, Pe(H) =
a1, 4714 pie BREE, pz+9’]’ prje FREE T A (3.5)9A pyel A
S AG FAE HRL=FZZFL 4 (3.6)FH

Dij =z /N & Y3t &

= [0, 05|24 058 9A ¥k

HO| HUSERES 24

—

o
{1+ +pe1) Doy +p42)} /2 ©)
eEEY

Fig=y
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o
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Raver B
0.75 10

Rater 3

2931 PF Yesd) FHHEH p(H)S) 93

_ 2N3 (@11 + 722) — {(14 + 241) (224 + 742)}
2N — {(z14 + 241) (24 + 242)}° .
det gl «]‘Gﬂ T3 At FAE AYSEFAFY F2H dE
(3.7 2o, 1 f5 F3L HE) Ik(Bishop 5, 1995).

m>

2 _ 1 4\/%(1 - 91)20
O = (T:T[Hl(l—al)+ 21_02 5
'((—0017—{ 92 (1 - 91)(91 - 293) + 04}] .

o714 6;-0s= A (3.8)-(3.12)8} 2t}

6, = P11 + pa2,

0y = *{(P1+ + py1)(p2y +P+2)}

05 = p11(p2+ +Pi2) + p22(pi+ +P+1)
04 = p11(p2+ +P12)” + p22(prs +p11)%
05 = (pu1 —p22)2-

3.3. UE ExI=2| p. Hl

(3.7)

(3.8)

(3.9)
(3.10)
(3.11)
(3.12)

294 FALEE A A8 2 GARNA AL AT B ¥4 p B A
(2:3)9) pe(x) W2 B % e & 313 2} ol Z}XIEE«I P& BT AAEE,
T HRA} 2L WFE ERS 2USE viHY BA B8, 3 B 4E, 1%

Hg R AFETLE 299G

22 P RS 352X A, 713, 28487 2 AG3TY dadAe 2337
<7183 < AR TE < AFFE S USHEER, 4 FAEE pv 4 (3.13)F 22

HadAE G5
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X 3.1 RAZEN p. o ¥l

B HAEE S £
AEHE

° 3 pe(@) =pxi+ixg
N4AT

VPP pe(A01)=\/P1P2 X \/P1P2 + \/P1P2 X VPP

Agdd
PI4PZ P2+PZ2 p? +P2 +P2 P2+P2
BT pu(r) =R /PR ¢

Pe(H) < pe(ACt) < pe(G) < pe(m). (3.13)

P53} Py3toll Al HY p7} 748 R a1, ACY, G 282 78 £AZ p 7t 2A 3
AIP=PR4W, 5 F A F AFZ ERFEY Tl 1o] 2w, A}
Po RFEL2 S HAN AR, 4] (3.13)9) RE p.= 057 Hrth

et 2 p, g M o, 4 2 daBA L 4] (3.14)% 2T

T<G<AC; < H. (3.14)

4. oA Mot BtX|=e] HE
4.1. Feinstein 2} Cicchetti(1990)2] Gl Al

k2] 9/do) #3} Feinstein 3 Cicchetti®] dFollA AHEH 2.28 9 7 2.29 & 239 =}
FolA 38 Z AAESY FH p.7t & 4.1 AAFH ] At

E 2.29] (a)oll A &} 2ol "tﬂﬁ—}gol 052 ¥ A Y o=, ZE FA=EY 4 9
3 /A HES 057} H3, $A= g2 072 Zopch 2yu (h)AH FHEZT T

FHL o= 7 & kol vl AC1I HY p7t o FA 2 3H L, A g= 32 T
2] Hlgel o 7}’@711 "ot & 2.29] (a)9} (b)= 5L po o) AT 7o} w32 F F W] A}
o] Ho|x Sith WA ACH He E7 Y FHEZE A8 HA3= 9 A AR 94
< A2 TR T = ATh

A E7Y FUEENAL FAEI v H 278 FHEZAAEYG 2 A2
2 73R T, 18 k= vhe] AFE Ko, AC I He= XA B33 FHEZAA
o Erhs AL S & 239 (a)%) (b)oll tiE 23RS T3 & & Ak (o)<} (d)S] AA A
PoE 09002 w9 FFol= EF51 79} k9] 2 AA UERL, ST WA =3
FHEZNAY gho] BAAT UAR EFY FAEZAAY FET A AL ol Y
gtk 28U ACIH HE po9t A9 22 & 7MY, &8 A Y w7t B4ds o3
d it o & ge Z=rh
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® 41 k8 44 A G FA=E
® Do | Pe(G) | pe(m) pe(k) pe(AC1) pe(H)| G 7 k AC, H
2.2 (a) 0.85 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.70 0.70 0.70 0.70 0.70
()|~ 0.78 0.78 0.22 0.10 ) 0.31 032 0.81 0.83
2.3 . . . . 12 0.13 0.27 0.32
® 00| 05 | 0% 054 046 04l | 7012 0
(b) 0.51 046 0.50 0.49 0.19 0.26 0.21 0.22
(c) 0.90 082 0.82 0.18 0.06 0.80 044 044 0.88 0.89
@/ 063 062 038 028 | 073 074 084 0.86
Y 22 940 A% X v &S AHEE) g FHEXE WFEE FA=E
ol & + flth

E 21004 FHUHREL BF /17 fro B3 oz Yk o, 7 g A g
A2 poll HABE 4] (4.1)-(4.4)%

fot(a—d),g2=fi—
.

Mr

ETR

o of II"
lo JZJ.: m

-IN ot

TR

L

et

w7} z-}om A, 9

(@ —d)olth. ol &

FHLEN AR fL—
EE M= B F N
2L U¥YY Asde
WY Agols

4.2. p.° JZH i@

1[ a—d\?]
pe(W)_EL]-_{-(N)_,

1| a—d\?]
pdoy = 31— (452) |,

o) = 1 :1_ (“;,d)zj |

~ £ #09 Aol

(fi — f2)a—d)7} &

(-

z

(4.1)

4.2)
(4.3)

(4.4)

f2= 00122 (a—d)o) Waol JFE WA FAT,
£)% (a-d)o 3%
(i~ fo)(a—d)7t F57E 5o} pe(w)7h AR B2
F7 50} pe(s)E HoHA wE

AR Gebd 9 T AA SLANNE AH YW v} o] hAAS] AR pe(x)9] 27]

g #380h

£ PA=ELS FHEEY 7S
e A etk 283 (a—d)S] 7)) FFS AS B W=
AR, AC,T HE (a—d)9) 2717

e (a—d)e 377

%‘{F% Pe (ﬂ)

AH-8-8t7] e 2ol kA ™ (f1

— f2)) 2719 BTl
e A et

55 p.7} %
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obdtt 28l 79 AC12 058 71E02 p.7t AE Y a2 EE =T pe(m)E 05
ol g 7HAH, p.(AC1)E 0.5 o181 e REth HE AC,H vl E o p.o) 13
Z7F A B Z2 S 2 ACIS EE3 RS 2%, HE Prol 004 19
7W7hE BS AC Ol HIE T Re B RRE FAIL ol FAEES Prol Y p.o
W3 gz E a9 419 ey Yot

10

09

08 1

07 t X\ % "

06 r d —n—P|
pe 05 +—e \E\t'“*‘ ' “"j’f — —a& kappa

04 | P N & e ACT

03 t ) —x— H

02 | j’:‘// \?ﬂ

o1t/ >

00 L L L ) =

00 02 04 06 08 10
P1

3% 4.1: Prol REp.o] W3}

4.3. X &2 Tz H Hl 2

2% 428 FAREY Aol Bie 2 FAE WS UEAT p, & 0,138 0.97
2 0.18 FAANZ 2 Aol thall, T (Yes, Yes)2] 22 p, 7} 0.62E 0.9747)= 014,
po7t 015 E 05744 & 0,058 Z7HARE o, ANE P37 2+ FAES BAE JE R
. Fold pol A G, m, ACy, HE Pol datd Qujd ol g BA7 AR, x5
del g 2] AL desta) A9 2EEE 23] 7bsely) g A g
o] ofUth Z, a%} d7t TAH O YL ), bs co] LEo| Wt FAEEE Wsne, 4
411 EE5o)l AR TS B p ()% FAE s 2L PolA W50 Y
o},

I 428 HH 5,k 2 YULS Pio] U AL 2 an ZAGE FA4 o)
BAQO) kb = FL e 2 Aol Ytk 1T 27} 050 A7he o) 2=
2EE AR AW 29 AT RS D=0k pot ES Kﬂ WAE ghol 2A 712 7
DS, AC T Hubo] B2 %4 w g 298 FAE e AN YT, oldf H}
ACLRTHE pool o 2HE 1S Rtk G BE P, PO 28 %e 2ok a8y
2gRNAN BRAEY B2} & 2 o] BA Hol o] B AY e AeE, $
o) o3k 3x) W&ol FARTT B 4 glo) B UAE #& 2T oPH o2 B
A ARR &8 ANHL S AL AC Hol

o7t FOIALE ko) WEL AT} 2L p,d uf 2L PN FUE FARES} B
FYH FHEE 719 k2] Holt p,7t Wold4E AR LY AC, T HE 2L p,5
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Po=03 Po=08
1 il
L o
[V} [ 44
[} ——G 1) ——G
. - P| ne ~m— P{
= Le
s |, —&— kappa UNE —h— kappa
[X] -3 ACY 7] g AGH
(%3 ——H ot i
n L]
L -1
-1 -0.2
1 1 02 08 4 66 B2 QT 0F V2 L] 61 A2 03 34 05 B8 AT M3 KRt
P1 P1
Po=07 Po=08
[ &4 e
(1) ’e
.- G "
[ X}
[X] — & P s
HHE 02 —&—kappa YR
- = AC1 '
-8 H -1
-2 -0.2
-2 ~8.&
n [ %4 LF .4 .5 (4] “r o0 LX) o1 L: . (X ) s (8] 07 (2] LA
P1 P
Pa=05 Po=04
(2] ne
(] 01 1 ﬂ
(¥ . ——G
ot ™ N -~ . P
YHE Hhis AR A3 ~—&— kappa
-8z
-51 P T} ]
-2 -4 —H
-8 -0.4
-64 0.5
LEd LX) . L) LA Lk LA ] oL s " e “s .7 "
P1 Pt
Po=03 Po=02
01 0.1
o 0
-G 01 ——G
ot - -02
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A New Measure of Agreement to Resolve the Two

Paradoxes of Cohen’s Kappa
Mi-Hee Park? Yong-Gyu Park?

ABSTRACT

In a 2 x 2 table showing binary agreement between two raters, it is known that
Cohen’s &, a chance-corrected measure of agreement, has two paradoxes. « is substan-
tially sensitive to raters’ classification probabilities(marginal probabilities) and does
not satisfy conditions as a chance-corrected measure of agreement. However, « and
other established measures have a reasonable and similar value when each marginal
distribution is close to 0.5. The objectives of this paper are to present a new measure
of agreement, H, which resolves paradoxes of « by adjusting unbalanced marginal dis-
tributions and to compare the proposed measure with established measures through
some examples.

Keywords: Measure of agreement, chance expected agreement, paradox, balanced marginal
distribution, harmonic mean.
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