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Appendix Table 1. Distribution and overlap of T2D population across phenotype definitions. 

	Phenotype Overlap
	N*

	Raw Data Cut
	47,783

	Raw Data Cut & DDC 
	11,154

	Raw Data Cut & SDM 
	643

	Raw Data Cut & eMERGE 
	6,039

	Raw Data Cut & Hopkins 
	9,387

	Raw Data Cut & CCW & Hopkins 
	764

	Raw Data Cut & DDC & SDM 
	1,218

	Raw Data Cut & DDC & eMERGE 
	1,737

	Raw Data Cut & DDC & Hopkins 
	23,382

	Raw Data Cut & SDM & eMERGE 
	4

	Raw Data Cut & SDM &Hopkins 
	338

	Raw Data Cut & eMERGE &Hopkins 
	2,013

	Raw Data Cut & CCW & DDC & SDM 
	1

	Raw Data Cut & CCW & DDC & Hopkins 
	5,123

	Raw Data Cut & CCW & SDM & Hopkins 
	473

	Raw Data Cut & CCW & eMERGE & Hopkins 
	156

	Raw Data Cut & DDC & SDM & eMERGE 
	3

	Raw Data Cut & DDC & SDM & Hopkins 
	5,911

	Raw Data Cut & DDC & eMERGE & Hopkins 
	8,318

	Raw Data Cut & SDM & eMERGE & Hopkins 
	101

	Raw Data Cut & CCW & DDC & SDM & Hopkins 
	23,659

	Raw Data Cut & CCW & DDC & eMERGE & Hopkins 
	2,185

	Raw Data Cut & CCW & SDM & eMERGE & Hopkins 
	280

	Raw Data Cut & DDC & SDM & eMERGE & Hopkins 
	9,815

	Raw Data Cut & CCW & DDC & SDM & eMERGE & Hopkins  
	47,326


* Any overlap measures that resulted in zero patient count were removed from this table.
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Appendix Figure 1. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype 
definition with increasing incompleteness of diagnosis codes.
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Appendix Figure 2. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition with 
increasing inaccuracy of diagnosis codes. 
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Appendix Figure 3. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition 
with increase shift in diagnosis timeliness (i.e., days shift). 
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Appendix Figure 4. Percent of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype 
definition with increasing incompleteness of medication codes.
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Appendix Figure 5. Percent of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype 
definition with increasing incompleteness of laboratory results.
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Appendix Figure 6. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype 
definition with increasing incompleteness of medication codes.
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Appendix Figure 7. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype 
definition with increasing incompleteness of laboratory codes.
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Appendix Figure 8. Percent of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition with 
increasing inaccuracy of medication codes.
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Appendix Figure 9. Percent of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition with 
increasing inaccuracy of laboratory values.
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Appendix Figure 10. Percent of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition with 
increasing inaccuracy of units of laboratory results.
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Appendix Figure 11. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype 
definition with increasing inaccuracy of medication codes.
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Appendix Figure 12. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype 
definition with increasing inaccuracy of laboratory codes.
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Appendix Figure 13. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype 
definition with increasing inaccuracy of units of laboratory results.
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Appendix Figure 14. Percent of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition 
with increase shift in medication timeliness (i.e., days shift). 
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Appendix Figure 15. Percent of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition 
with increase shift in laboratory timeliness (i.e., days shift). 
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Appendix Figure 16. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition with 
increasing shift in medication timeliness.
[image: A graph with different colored lines

Description automatically generated]
Appendix Figure 17. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition with 
increasing shift in laboratory timeliness.
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Appendix Figure 18. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition with 
increasing replacement of both diagnostic and medication codes simultaneously. 
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Appendix Figure 19. Percent of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition 
with increasing replacement of both diagnostic and medication codes simultaneously. 
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Appendix Figure 20. Number of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition with 
increasing date shifts in diagnostic, medication, and laboratory codes.
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Appendix Figure 21. Percent of T2D population identified by each T2D phenotype definition with 
increasing date shifts in diagnostic, medication, and laboratory codes.
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