Supplemental Table 1.

Bivariate Associations between Patient Charactéesstand Baseline Hopes for Unqualified Cure

Unqualified cure X? P value
hopes (n=265)

Age groug
<57 y (youngest quartile 25% 12.704¢ <.001
>58y 8%

Gende
Male 12% 0.093¢ 0.76
Female 13%

Race
White 13% 1.038¢ 0.31
Non-white 7%

Educatior
<High schoo 12% 0.001¢ 0.97
>High schoo 13%

Yearly Income
<$50,00¢ 11% 1.054: 0.31
>$50,00¢( 16%

Relationship statt
In committec 14% 1.475¢C 0.22
Not in committec 9%

Religion
Christiar 12% 0.547¢ 0.46
Othet 15%

Cancer typ:
Aggressive 16% 2.7267 0.10
Non-aggressiv 9%

Location
Sacramento, Californ 12% 0.075% 0.78
Rochester, New Yor 13%

Primary care physicia

discussioA
Not substantiv 16% 5.263: 0.02
Substantivi 6%

Oncologist discussic®
Not substantiv 12% 0.026¢ 0.87
Substantivi 13%

Nurse/nurse practitione

discussioA
Not substantiv 14% 0.653: 0.42
Substantivi 10%

Spouse/partner discussi®
Not substantiv 14% 0.000¢ 0.98
Substantivi 14%

Other family or friend

discussioA
Not substantiv 11% 0.090¢ 0.76
Substantivi 13%

Clergy discussio?®
Not substantiv 15% 3.260¢ 0.07
Substantivi 5%

Support group/online discussi?®
Not substantiv 13% 0.1687 0.68
Substantivi 10%

®Hope discussion quality was rated by patients oir@oint scale and dichotomized for analysis.
“Not substantive” included those who responded thiégycussed hopesot at all or a little bit,
whereas “substantive” included those who responttesy discussed hope®mewhat, quite a

bit, or very much



Supplemental Table 2.

Bivariate Associations between Patient Charactéesstand Baseline Hopes for Quality of Life

Hopes for quality of X P value
life (nN=265)

Age groug
<57 y (youngest quartile) 36% 1.0702 0.30
>58y 43%

Gende
Male 40% 0.122¢ 0.73
Female 42%

Race
White 42% 0.0317 0.86
Non-white 40%

Educatior
<High school 42% 0.38 0.85
>High school 41%

Yearly Income
<$50,000 42% 0.0007 0.98
>$50,000 42%

Relationship statt
In committec 44% 1.083¢ 0.3C
Not in committec 37%

Religion
Christiar 40% 0.832: 0.36
Othel 46%

Cancer typ
Aggressive 47% 2.868¢ 0.09
Non-aggressiv 36%

Location
Sacramento, Californ 32% 5.523Z 0.01¢
Rochester, New Yor 47%

Primary care physicia

discussioA
Not substantiv 44% 0.944: 0.33
Substantiv: 38%

Oncologist discussic®
Not substantiv 43% 0.060¢ 0.81
Substantivi 41%

Nurse/nurse practitione

discussiof
Not substantiv 39% 2.188¢ 0.14
Substantivi 48%

Spouse/partner discussi®
Not substantiv 36% 0.347¢ 0.56
Substantiv: 42%

Other family or friend

discussioA
Not substantiv 36% 1.003¢ 0.31¢
Substantivi 43%

Clergy discussio®
Not substantiv 42% 0.2937 0.59
Substantiv: 38%

Support group/online discussi?®
Not substantiv 42% 0.001¢ 0.97
Substantivi 41%

®Hope discussion quality was rated by patients oir@oint scale and dichotomized for
analysis. “Not substantive” included those who resg@ed they discussed hopeet at all or a
little bit, whereas “substantive” included those who respahtieey discussed hopesmewhat,
guite a bit, or very much



