Studies of Development of Decision Aids

Evidence Table 4.18a.  Carrère (2000) General Characteristics
	Author/Study purpose
	Design
	Clinical situation
	Intervention
	Sample
	Outcomes

	Carrère M, 2000

Country:

France

RefMan ID:

5013

Study purpose:

To develop and test the acceptability of a decision aid that would allow doctors to transfer clear and comprehensible information to patients so they could make a decision
	Study design:

Test-retest

Duration of the study:

Total duration of the study: NR

Duration for an individual patient: 2 weeks


	Setting:

Not clear

Type of cancer: 

Breast

Type of decision: 

Treatment, adjuvant

Model of decision-making:

( Shared and Informed as stated by authors

( Not clear as determined by reviewers

Phase of decision:

( Information transfer

( Deliberation

Context of decision: 

Chemotherapy vs. none
	Description:

( Decision board (DB) a
Purpose: 

( Increase knowledge

( Help make a decision

Intervention administered by:

Researcher

Timing of the intervention:

( before the decision was made
	Number of subjects enrolled: 

40

Characteristics:

( Healthy volunteers

( > 50 years old

( Had never experienced cancer

Age: Mean: 61 years; SD: NR

Education: NR

Ethnicity: NR

SES: NR

Religion: NR


	Primary outcome measures:

( Psychometric properties of DA: construct validity reliability

( Knowledge 

( Decision

Outcomes measured: 

( after the intervention

( retest: 2 weeks after the intervention



	a Information about the two treatment options was conveyed to the patient orally by the researcher and with cards attached with Velcro on a board 35 cm wide and 50 cm high. The visual aid was empty at the beginning of the interview and, each time a piece of information was provided to the patient, a corresponding card with written information was attached to the board. By the end of the interview, all the information cards were on the board and all the information included in the written material had been transferred. The authors decided to present the two options simultaneously in eight successive points: (1) results of cancer surgery, (2) presentation of mandatory treatments (tamoxifen and radiation treatment), (3) formulation of therapeutic choice, (4) description of chemotherapy treatment, (5) presentation of the risks of relapse induced by the two options, (6) information about overall survival, (7) presentation of chemotherapy side effects, (8) treatment schedules.  The two treatment options were both presented in the visual aid by colors: pale yellow for chemotherapy and pale orange for no chemotherapy. Information concerning relapse rates was provided using bar charts.  At the end of the interview, a paper take-home version of the DB was given to the subject.
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Evidence Table 4.18b.  Carrère (2000) Results

	Author
	Intervention
	Outcome(s)
	Afterintervention

Results
	Retest Intervention

Results
	Notes

	Carrère M, 2000

Country:

France

RefMan ID:

5013


	n = 40 

Decision board (DB)
	Construct validity
	( 17/18 (95%) who chose chemo changed to no chemotherapy when percentages of relapse were both equal to 40%

( 14/22 (65%) who chose no chemo changed to chemotherapy when percentage of relapsed rose 50%

( 18/22 (45%) who chose no chemo, changed to chemo when 5-year relapse rate reached 100% 
	
	Authors reported the choice of chemotherapy was not very sensitive to increasing side effects. The choice of no chemotherapy was sensitive to change in the conditions of administration and side effects of chemotherapy.

	
	
	Reliability

(Decision) 
	( chose chemotherapy: 18/40 (45%); strength of this preference:a mean: 7.8; SD: 2.6; range 3.0 to 10.0

( chose no chemotherapy: 22/40 (55%); strength of this preference:a mean: 8.3: SD: 2.1; range 3.4 to 10.0
	( chose chemotherapy: 18/40 (45%); strength of this preference:a: mean: 8.1: SD: 2.7; range 2.1 to 10.0

( chose no chemotherapy: 22/40 (55%); strength of this preferencea: mean: 9.4: SD: 1.0; range 6.9 to 10.0
	Intraclass correlation coefficient  = 0.97 

	
	
	Knowledge b
	Proportion of right answers for each of the 13 questions: range: 87.5% to 100%
	
	Authors report that none of the questions were randomly answered, p < 0.000005 (X2 test).

	Outcomes were measured after the intervention and retested 2 weeks after the intervention.

a This outcome was measured with a visual analog scale (0 = indifference between the two options to 10 = absolute preference for the chosen option).

b The women were asked to answer 13 true or false statements about basic information:  three items about general postoperative information, five items about chemotherapy treatment, and five items about chemotherapy side effects.
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