Supplementary Fig. S1: Survey map

p.1
Introduction

Your experience
conducting studies

Trialists ~ Regulators
Funders N
| N
P '10 * 11
O S Your el:,(.perience Your el:,(.perience
designing studies 3 a
with PROS using PROs using PROs
TT
‘ i
\
: ¥
p.4 p.13
Your expeﬂence Potential benefits
designing studies of designing trials
with PROs with PROs
\ \"
|
P35 ‘

i

Your exi)eﬂence
reporting studies
with PROs

with PROs |
T |
L ‘ *‘
v
T
p.6 y p17
Your experience Potential barriers
conducting studies to designing trials
with PRO! with PROs
|

l

\
\

p8
Your experience
reporting studies
with PROs \

T

\
\

Your experience of
using PROs to select

p.9

doses

v

.12
Potential benefits
of designing trials

with PROs

|

v

p.14
Potential barriers
to designing trials
with PROs (1)

|
v

p-15
Potential barriers
to designing trials

with PROs (2)

;

.16
Potential barriers
to designing trials

with PROs (3)

\

p.18

Future uses of PROs
in early phase
oncology trials

Y

.19

Final remarks

y

p.20
Thank you!




Supplementary Fig. S2: Top 10 barriers according to clinicians, statisticians and trial managers/

administrators
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