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Objectives

*Level of Prominence = 0.50/1 or greater is significant. Proportion of text that conveys each tone
**Tones that were not prominent: openness, agreeableness, conscientiousness

* Analyze patient-reported outcomes (PROs) of how changes in
qguality of information improve health literacy and overall patient

* What is the readability of information on hemorrhoids?
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Figure 2: Quality and Stigma Analysis on Hemorrhoids
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