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Supplementary File 1.
Supplementary File 1, Table 1. Targeted Literature Review Search Strings

Database Search Terms Total Records
The following terms and phrases were searched:
e “Mapping patient data to PRO”
e “Qualitative interview data and PRO development”
Google e “Concept mapping” 10
e “Content matching”
e “PRO linking”
e “Outcomes research and mapping patient data”
((((ICF) OR (ICF categories)) AND (outcome research)) AND (outcome

PubMed assessment)) AND (interview) %
Nl “patient-reported outcome measure AND mapping OR matching” 2
SocINDEX P i PPne :




Supplementary File 1, Figure 1. Targeted Literature Review PRISMA Diagram

Identification

Screening

Included

Identification of studies via databases and registers

30 Records identified
through PubMed
search

Identification of studies via other methods

10 Records identified
through hand search

8 Records excluded as
out of scope (e.g.,
focused on group

concept mapping, PRO

selection, developing

disease models)

k.

30 Titles and 2 Titles and abstracts
abstracts screened

22 Records excluded as
out of scope (e.g., focused

screened

on group concept

mapping, PRO selection,
developing disease

10 Full-text records
reviewed

models)

4 Records excluded

(full text not available)

6 Records Included in
Review

Supplementary File 1, Figure 2. Focus Group Participant Descriptions

The firstfocus group included 4 participants, each of whom had more than 15 years of experience in
research at the time of data collection. All 4 participants had extensive experience working in health
economics and outcomes research (HEOR), designing and leading studies to evaluate the validity of
clinical outcome assessments (COAs) among different populations and/or developing new COAs.
Three participants frequently serve on special interest groups for ISOQOL. Two participants are noted
leaders in the field of HEOR and are considered experts in the SF-36v2. One participant has 20+ years
of experience in qualitative research as both a study lead and consultant, guiding research teams
across scientific topics (including but not limited to HEOR) in the optimal use of qualitative research
software. All 4 participants were active members of ISOQOL and ISPOR.

The second focus group included 5 participants, with HEOR and COA evaluation experience ranging
from 4 years to 20 or more years at the time of data collection. Two participants were trained in
quantitative research methods/psychometrics and the remaining 3 were trained in qualitative
research methods (with backgrounds in public health, psychology, and medical anthropology). All
participants had extensive experience working in HEOR, both designing and leading studies to
evaluate the validity of COAs or developing new COAs. One participant is a noted leader in the field
of psychometrics and is considered an expert on the SF-36v2. All 5 participants were active members
of both ISOQOL and ISPOR.



