Appendix 1: Keywords used for the selection of blogs

emerging infections blog, Infection blog, Infection control blog, Infectious diseases blog, antimicrobial blog, bacteriology blog, clinical microbiology blog, emerging infection blog,       human parasite blog, human virus blog, malaria blog, medical microbiology blog, medical mycology blog, microbiology blog, parasite blog, parasitology blog, plasmodium blog, virology blog

Appendix 2: Formula of the aggregated and weighted score

Score = (No advertising, 1 point) + (Possibility to leave comment, 1 point) + (Pictures, 1 point) + (Video, 1 point) + (Audio, 1 point) + (Invited experts, 1 point) + (Link to social media, 1 point) + (Archives, 1 point) + (Blogroll, 1 point) + (External link, 1 point) + 2 * [(Post published recently, 1 to 5 point) + (Frequency of posts, 1 to 5 point) + (Regularity of posts, 1 point) + (Clear statement, 1 to 5 points) + (Presentation, looking, 1 to 5 points) + (Easy to read, 1 to 5 points) + (Opinion from authors, 1 to 5 point)] 
Example of scoring:

	Assessment criteria
	Points assigned
	Aggregated and weighted score

	URL: http://reflectionsipc.com/
	
	

	Blog architecture
	
	

	1. Age of the blog
	-
	

	2. Presence of External link
	Yes = 1 point
	1 point

	3. Presence of Blogroll
	Yes = 1 point
	1 point

	4. Presence of Archives
	Yes = 1 point
	1 point

	5. Presence of video
	Yes = 1 point
	1 point

	6. Presence of pictures
	Yes = 1 point
	1 point

	7. Presence of audio
	No = 0 point
	0 point

	8. Possibility to leave comments
	Yes = 1 point
	1 point

	9. Link to social media
	Yes = 1 point
	1 point

	
	
	

	Blog content
	
	

	1. Frequency of posts
	Weekly = 4
	8 points

	2. Post published recently
	The day = 5
	10 points

	3. Regularity of posts
	Yes = 1 point
	2 points

	4. Posts by invited experts
	Yes = 1 point
	1 point

	5. Presence of advert
	No = 1 point
	1 point

	6. Clear statement
	4
	8 points

	7. Presentation, looking
	4.7
	9.4 points

	8. Opinion from authors
	5
	10 points

	9. Easy to read
	4
	8 points

	Final score
	
	64.4 points


Appendix 3: Questions used for the surveys addressed to bloggers and readers

Infectious Diseases Blogger Survey

· How many people are following your blog?

· How many views did your blog have last month? 

· Who do you think reads your blog?

· What are your motivations for blogging?

· What is the impact of your blog for you?

· What is the impact of your blog for your readers?

· What do you think is unique about your blog?

· What is your current job position?

· What is your age?

· What is your gender?

Infectious Diseases Blog Reader Survey

· Do you want to take part in the study?

· How many infectious diseases blogs do you regularly read?

· What do you use infectious diseases blogs for?

· How often do you comment on the posts that you read?

· How often do you share blog posts that you read?

· How important is the presentation of the blog?

· How important is it to have multimedia in the blog?

· Which is your favourite blog to read, and why?

· What is your current job position?

· What is your gender?

· What is your age?

Appendix 4: Comparison describing overlaps and discrepancies between the developed tool and the validated checklist by Lin et al. Each line is displaying the list of criteria included in the developed tool and corresponding criteria from the validated checklist.

[image: image1.emf]Items Criteria included in the developped tool

1- Blogger age

B5 - Is the identity of the ressource s author clear?

2- Blogger education B5 - Is the identity of the ressource s author clear? B7 - Is the author well qualified to provide information on the topic?

Blogger position B5 - Is the identity of the ressource s author clear? B7 - Is the author well qualified to provide information on the topic?

3- Presence of External link

4- Presence of Blogroll

5- Presence of Archives

6- Presence of video

7- Presence of pictures

8- Presence of audio

9- Possibility to leave comments

B9 - Are there comments from other learners/contributors that endorsed or 

refute the information presented in the resource?

10- Link to social media

B17 - Is the information presented in the resource of a consistent quality?

B18 - Is the resource stable (link work, no crash…)

B19 - Is the resource useful and relevant for its intended audience?

11- Frequency of posts

12- Post published recently

13- Posts by invited experts

14- Presence of advert

B1 - Is the editorial process independant from sponsors, conflict of interest 

and other type of bias?

B4 - Does the ressources clearly differentiate between advertissment 

and content?

15- Clear statement

B12 - Are the resource statement consistents consistent with it references?B15 - Is the topic of the resource well defined and labeled appropriately? 

16- Presentation, looking

B14 - Is the content of the resource presented in a logical, clear and 

coherent way?

17- Opinion from authors

B11 - Does the resource make a clear difference between facts and 

opinion?

18- Easy to read

B13 - Does the resource use correct grammar and spelling? B14 - Is the content of the resource presented in a logical, clear and 

coherent way?

B10 - Is the information presented in the resource accurate?

B11 - Does the resource make a clear difference between facts and 

opinion?

B16 - Does the content meet generally accepted standards for journalistic 

professionalism?

B2 - Do the creators list their conflict of interests?

B3 - Are the creators free of any financial conflict of interest?

B6 - Is the resource transparent about who was involved in its creation and 

does it list all entities that contributed?

B7 - Is the author well qualified to provide information on the topic?

B8 - Does the resource cite its references?

B9 - Are there comments from other learners/contributors that endorsed or 

refute the information presented in the resource?

Credibility

Blog content



Criteria from the validated checklist by Lin et al.

Bloggers characteristics

Blog architecture & design


Appendix 5: Scores obtained using the validated checklist by Lin et al.

	N=87, one link for a blog was broken during the analysis
	N° (%) of blogs scored with “Yes”
	N° (%) of blogs scored with “No”
	N° (%) of blogs scored with “Unknown”
	Other
	Means of blogs scored with “Yes” score by dimension

	Credibility: is the resource credible?
	4.64 /9

	Bias and conflict of interest
	1.34/4

	B1 - Is the editorial process independent from sponsors, conflict of interest and other type of bias?
	16 (18.2)
	4 (4.5)
	67 (76.1)
	1
	

	B2 - Do the creators list their conflict of interests?
	9 (10.3)
	78 (89.7)
	0
	0
	

	B3 - Are the creators free of any financial conflict of interest?
	15 (17.2)
	6 (6.9)
	66 (75.9)
	0
	

	B4 - Does the resources clearly differentiate between advertisement and content?
	83 (95.4)
	3 (3.4)
	1 (1.1)
	0
	

	Authors
	2.01/3

	B5 - Is the identity of the resource s author clear?
	64 (73.6)
	23 (26.4)
	
	
	

	B6 - Is the resource transparent about who was involved in its creation and does it list all entities that contributed?
	60 (68.9)
	27 (31)
	
	
	

	B7 - Is the author well qualified to provide information on the topic?
	51 (58.6)
	32 (36.8)
	4 (4.6)
	
	

	Scholarship
	1.21 /2

	B8 - Does the resource cite its references?
	78 (89.7)
	9 (10.3)
	
	
	

	B9 - Are there comments from other learners/contributors that endorsed or refute the information presented in the resource?
	28 (32.2)
	59 (67.8)
	
	
	

	Content: is the content of this educational resource of good quality?
	7/7

	Accuracy
	3.8/4

	B10 - Is the information presented in the resource accurate?
	85 (97.7)
	2 (2.3)
	
	
	

	B11 - Does the resource make a clear difference between facts and opinion?
	78 (89.7)
	9 (10.3)
	
	
	

	B12 - Are the resource statement consistent with it references?
	83 (95.4)
	2 (2.3)
	2 (2.30)
	
	

	B13 - Does the resource use correct grammar and spelling?
	85 (97.7)
	2 (2.3)
	
	
	

	Didactic approach
	2.73/3

	B14 - Is the content of the resource presented in a logical, clear and coherent way?
	78 (89.7)
	9 (10.3)
	
	
	

	B15 - Is the topic of the resource well defined and labeled appropriately?
	83 (95.4)
	4 (4.6)
	
	
	

	B16 - Does the content meet generally accepted standards for journalistic professionalism?
	77 (88.5)
	10 (11.5)
	
	
	

	Design: is the resource well design?
	2.88/3

	Accessibility and layout
	2/2

	B17 - Is the information presented in the resource of a consistent quality?
	82 (94.2)
	5 (5.7)
	
	
	

	B18 - Is the resource stable (link work, no crash…)
	85 (97.7)
	2 (2.3)
	
	
	

	Didactic value
	1/1

	B19 - Is the resource useful and relevant for its intended audience?
	84(96.5)
	3 (3.4)
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	14.06


