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demonstration of clinical utility in the real-world setting must > ° = & L S Sy dires
incorporate patient and clinician perspectives of ePRO q ';:J @)7 ﬁ N « Of the patient responders, 90% found the program very or somewhat Somewhat disagree
programs to ensure successful implementation. Furthermore, = S8 LY easy for reporting symptoms, 85% moderately-extremely beneficial o et asree o deamree
these perspectives are also necessa ry fOr Organizations ||ke Screening Introduction Enrollment Initiation Observation Intervention for haVing Symptoms addressed' and 84% mOderatE|y_eXtreme|y 50%

the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid (CMS) as they seek to interested in utilizing the program for future treatments.

implement ePRO monitoring as part of future value-based
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Figure 3: Patients describe ease of use for addressing side effects with the program.
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