Studies of Development of Decision Aids

Evidence Table 4.9a.  Ravdin (2001) General Characteristics

	Author/Study purpose
	Design
	Clinical situation
	Intervention
	Sample
	Outcomes

	Ravdin P,

2001

Country:

USA

RefMan ID:

7852

Study purpose:

To develop a decision aid that provides estimates of the net benefit to be expected from adjuvant systemic treatment for individual breast cancer patients
	Study design:

Case series

Duration of the study:

NR

Validity:

NR


	Setting:

Outpatient

Type of cancer: 

Breast

Type of decision: 

Treatment 

Model of decision-making:

( NR by authors

( Not clear as determined by reviewers

Phase of decision:

( Information transfer

( Deliberation

Context of decision: 

Adjuvant treatment (chemotherapy or endocrine therapy) versus none
	Description:

Computer program with printed outputa
Purpose: 

( Increase knowledge

( Help make a decision

Intervention administered by:

NR

Timing of the intervention:

( before the decision was made


	Number of patients

enrolled: 24

Characteristics:

( diagnosed with breast cancer

( currently undergoing adjuvant treatment or 

followup care

Age: Mean: NR, SD: NR

range: 47 to 74 years

Education: Reported as “wide range of education levels”

Ethnicity: Reported as “racially diverse”

SES: NR


	Primary outcome measures:

( acceptability of format and graphic presentation of the printed output 

Outcomes measured: 

( after the intervention



	a The DA intervention consisted of a computer program called Adjuvant, which estimates the net survival benefit to be expected for systemic adjuvant treatment (chemotherapy or endocrine therapy) for an individual breast cancer patient. The program requires that the physician input:  patient age, estrogen receptor status, tumor size, number of positive lymph nodes.  The program generates overall and disease-free survival estimates and displays the data on the computer screen for physician use and in a printed output format for patient use.


Studies of Development of Decision Aids

Evidence Table 4.9b.  Ravdin (2001) Results

	Author
	Intervention
	Outcome(s)
	Baseline Results
	Postintervention Results
	Notes

	Ravdin P, 2001

Country:

USA

RefMan ID:

7852


	n = 24

Computer program with printed output


	Acceptability of DAa,b
	
	( raw data was not reported
	Authors cite examples of the type of changes that were made to the printed output for patient use based on the results of the survey.  The changes included:

(1) use of the term “additional” instead of “adjuvant”

(2) use of the phrase “the cancer coming back” instead of the term “relapse”

(3) replacement of the term “percent” with the phrase “number of women out of 100”

(4) bar charts were used instead of pie charts

	a The authors report that subjects were asked to evaluate:  (1) wording, (2) layout, (3) use of bar or pie graphs, and (4) the amount and order of information to be presented.


b Authors note that, after assessing the acceptability of the DA intervention with the 24 participants described above, the authors revised the format of the DA intervention output to reflect participants’ suggestions. The acceptability of the revised DA intervention format was then tested with a different group of patients (n=25, no data provided).
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