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o were considered important for research and treatment
The mean (range) age of the 33 participants was 49.8 [26-71] years, 48.5% were male, and

OBJECTIVE

To investigate how the general public values the 33.3% had children <18 years living at home (Table 1). Reasons for importance !:indings frqm this study suggest attributes like disease se.veri.t.y,
importance of disease and treatment attributes, beyond Of the attributes considered, disease severity (both in terms of its symptoms and burden; |mpfa1ct on life expectancy and HRQol, and treatm.ent availability
health gained by patients and overall costs to the mean, 8.7), treatment availability (8.4), impact on life expectancy (8.4), and impact on HRQoL are important to members of the US general public; these may
healthcare system. (8.1) were ranked most highly (Figure 1) be useful to more explicitly consider within evolving frameworks

for assessing costs and benefits of new therapies.

Some attributes were frequently discussed in combination, or participants noted interactions
METHODS between them (Figure 1).
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Participants discussed impact on HRQoL and ADL in an interchangeable fashion, despite 5
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