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*Subtopics in bold are added after the evaluation of the framework 
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Category Subcategory Number of quotes 

Purchase Costs of the activity tracker (1) 14 

Costs of a subscription (2) 2 

Compensation of healthcare insurance (2) 3 

Possession of a smartphone (1) 7 

Possession of a computer (2,3)   14 
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tracker 
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Robustness (2,5,13)   29 

Correct 

functioning 

Validity (5-7,9,11-13) 11 
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Use of the 
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