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Figure S1: Feature importance according to SHAP values.
SHAP value (x-axis) for each patient and feature are represented with a point. Positive SHAP values imply an impact to the model toward wanting to try TM, while
negative values impact the model toward not wanting to try TM. For each feature, the mean and 95% CI of the absolute SHAP values are reported on the right of
the graph. High SHAP value (in absolute value) indicate a high impact on the model output. Red colors indicate that a patient answered yes to the considered

question (y-axis) while blue colors refer to “no” answers.



