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Results in Table S1 present the MID estimates for the EQ-5D-5L US tariffs. Our estimates were in the expected direction as seen in our base case analysis. The MID estimate of the mean change anchor-based method ranged from 0.03 to 0.05 in the improvement category and for each anchor -0.05 in the deterioration category. In the regression-based method (not accounting for baseline EQ-5D-5L values), this ranged from 0.03 to 0.04 in the improvement category and -0.05 across all anchors in the deterioration category. Accounting for baseline HRQoL utility, the MID estimates in the improvement category vary slightly with estimates ranging from 0.03 to 0.09, while for deterioration the estimate was consistent at 0.05 across all anchors. 
Table S1 Sensitivity analysis MID EQ-5D-5L
	
	Anchor-based approach
	Distribution-based approach

	
	       Mean change                     
	 Regression model 
	Regression model 2 
	

	Anchor 
	Improve
	Deteriorate
	Improve
	Deteriorate
	Improve
	Deteriorate
	0.5
	0.3
	SEM 

	EQ-VAS
	0.04
(0.2)
	-0.05
(-0.3)
	0.03**
(0.2)
	-0.05*
(-0.3)
	0.03†
(0.1)
	-0.05*
(-0.3)
	0.09
(0.5)
	0.05
(0.3)
	0.08
(0.4)

	Q29 (QLQ-C30 Overall health)
	0.05
(0.3)
	-0.05
(-0.3)
	0.05*
(0.3)
	-0.05*
(-0.3)
	0.04*
(0.2)
	-0.05*†
(-0.3)
	
	
	

	Q30 (QLQ-C30 quality of life)
	0.03
(0.1)
	-0.05
(-0.3)
	0.03*
(0.1)
	-0.05*
(-0.3)
	0.03*†
(0.1)
	-0.05*†
(-0.3)
	
	

	Weighted EQ-5D-5L  MID
	0.04
(0.2)
	-0.05
(-0.3)
	0.04
(0.2)
	-0.05
(-0.3)
	0.03
(0.2)
	-0.05
(-0.3)
	
	
	

	Bold figures reflect effect size (ES)
* MID change vs no change is significant at 0.01, **MID change vs no change is significant at 0.05 † Baseline EQ-5D-5L significant at 0.05



[bookmark: _Ref144464012]Table S2 presents the HRQoL scores at baseline for each analytic sample using the EQ-5D-5L and EORTC QLQ-C30 outcome measures. As shown in both analytic samples, self-rated functional domains on EORTC QLQ-C30 outcome measure was relatively high across subscales ranging between 80.23 and 90.72 (EQ-5D-5L analytic sample) and 81.53 and 85.20 (EORTC QLQ-C30 analytic sample) on a 100-point scale. The EQ-5D-5L utility index scores between 0.90 ± 0.14 (EQ-5D-5L analytic sample) and 0.91 ± 0.13 (EORTC QLQ-C30); more than a quarter of the EQ-5D-5L analytic sample, reported a perfect health state utility (i.e., 11111 health profile) at baseline compared with 25% in the EORTC QLQ-C30 analytic sample.
Table S2. HRQoL of participants at baseline for EQ-5D-5L and EORTC QLQ-C30 samples
	HRQoL scores
	EQ-5D-5L analytic sample (n=464)
	EORTC QLQ-C30 analytic sample (N=799)

	
	Mean 
	SD 
	Mean 
	SD 

	EQ-5D-5L

	EQ-5D-5L score 
	0.90 
	0.14
	0.91		
	0.13

	EQ-VAS 
	80.01 
	15.86
	77.88	
	17.05

	EORTC QLQ-C30 

	Global health status (item 29)/QoL scale (item 30)
	74.02
	21.60
	74.08 
	19.67

	Physical functioning
	90.72
	13.47
	85.20
	18.21

	Role functioning 
	82.52
	26.47
	81.89
	25.58

	Emotional functioning
	80.23
	21.94
	81.53
	20.12

	Cognitive functioning
	86.44
	19.58
	83.27
	19.81

	Social functioning
	86.76
	20.89
	82.50
	25.09

	Pain
	19.61
	23.73
	18.70
	24.28

	Dyspnoea
	6.86
	15.08
	13.91
	22.77

	Appetite loss
	15.36
	25.55
	10.58
	22.05

	Constipation
	9.15
	19.43
	9.94
	19.82

	Diarrhoea
	7.19
	15.99
	7.59
	17.55

	Fatigue 
	20.26
	21.40
	29.04
	29.94

	Nausea/vomiting 
	5.23
	12.41
	10.58
	22.05

	Financial problems 
	12.09
	23.82
	13.73
	25.41

	EORTC QLQ-C30, European Organisation for Research and Treatment of Cancer Quality of life Questionnaire Core 30; EQ-VAS, EuroQol Visual Analogue Scale; HRQoL, health-related quality of life




