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prospective mixed-methods study feedback themes. Discrepancies were " 5 (100%) 5 (100%) 5 (100%) 5 (100% 15(100%) | 35 (100%) concerns often missed b
2. 35 stakeholders reviewed a 15- resolved by consensus. b bt - ! : 0 a : . ) Y
item pilot PROM (Figure 1) v Formatting 4 (80%) 1 (20%) 5 (100%) 4 (80%) 8 (53%) 22 (63%) numeric rating scales.
3. Participants rated each item and (5) Duplicate Consolidation Not Relevant 0 (0%) 2 (40%) 0 (0%) 2 (40%) 3 (20%) 7 (20%)
response_ option OI.’\ d _10-p0|nt scale Duplicate comments from the same participant Other 2 (40%) 0 (0%) 1 (20%) 1 (20%) 11 (73%) 15 (43%) FUTURE DIRECTIONS
and provided qualitative feedback within a theme were consolidated so that each = ) . ; " ) n
4. Two reviewers independently participant contributed once per theme, AL 2 (40%) 1 (20%) 3 (60%) 3 (60%) 13 (87%) 21697 e Incorporate stakeholder
coded comments using inductive v Answer Issue 5 (100%) 3 (60%) 4 (80%) 5 (100%) 14 (93%) 31 (89%) feedback into the next version
thematic analysis (6) Quantitative Analysis Repeated Question 0 (0%) 1 (20%) 0 (0%) 2 (40%) 3 (20%) 6 (17%) of the PROM
j j The percentage of all coded comments assigned o
2. Dlscrepa.mues_ were resolved by to each theme and percentage of participants within Missing Content 3 (60%) 2 (40%) 1 (20%) 4 (80%) 3 (20%) 13 (37%) e Conduct coanitive debriefin
consensus; duplicate comments each stakeholder group who mentioned each theme , : : : 2 E _ 9 _ 9
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Figure 1: Participant enrollment, feedback collection, and analysis workflow Table 2: Proportion of participants identifying each feedback theme by stakeholder group




