SUPPLEMENTARY TABLE 1: DIVERGENT VALIDITY. 
Correlations between the QLQ-COMU26 scales and individual items and the QLQ-C30.

	
	Physical function-ning
	Role function-ning
	Social Functio-ning
	Emotio-nal Functio-ning
	Cogniti-ve function-ning
	Global Quality of Life Scale
	Fatigue Scale
	Nausea / Vomiting Scale
	Pain Scale
	Dyspnea Scale
	Sleep Disturbances Scale
	Appetite Loss Scale
	Constipation Scale
	Diarrhoea Scale
	Financial impact Item

	Scale 1. Patient’s active role-behaviours
	0.11
	0.07
	0.16
	0.17
	0.21
	0.12
	-0.11
	-0.06
	-0.14
	-0.21
	-0.14
	-0.10
	-0.14
	-0.10
	-0.19

	Scale 2. Aspects of the clinician-patient relationship
	0.11
	0.09
	0.19
	0.20
	0.19
	0.12
	-0.12
	-0.03
	-0.12
	-0.15
	-0.12
	-0.07
	-0.16
	-0.12
	-0.25

	Scale 3. Professional’s qualities in creating a relationship
	0.08
	0.07
	0.12
	0.16
	0.15
	0.12
	-0.12
	-0.01
	-0.07
	-0.13
	-0.09
	-0.09
	-0.10
	-0.15
	-0.13

	Scale 4. Professional’s skills (verbal-nonverbal language)
	0.10
	0.05
	0.09
	0.16
	0.15
	0.12
	-0.10
	-0.04
	-0.12
	-0.12
	-0.06
	-0.08
	-0.14
	-0.08
	-0.15

	Scale 5. Professional’s management of patient’s emotions
	0.002
	0.01
	0.09
	0.18
	0.07
	0.05
	-0.04
	-0.01
	-0.05
	-0.15
	-0.05
	-0.03
	-0.14
	-0.08
	-0.15

	Scale 6. Professional’s information-related skills 
	0.11
	0.13
	0.15
	0.18
	0.19
	0.10
	-0.16
	-0.03
	-0.16
	-0.14
	-0.13
	-0.11
	-0.20
	-0.06
	-0.27

	Individual items
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(Item 19)
	0.005
	0.04
	0.56
	0.18
	0.12
	0.08
	-0.08
	-0.06
	-0.08
	-0.12
	-0.11
	-0.08
	-0.17
	-0.09
	-0.21

	(Item 22)
	0.11
	0.09
	0.25
	0.18
	0.25
	0.16
	-0.15
	-0.12
	-0.15
	-0.21
	-0.14
	-0.18
	-0.21
	-0.06
	-0.29

	(Item 25)
	0.09
	0.11
	0.12
	0.15
	0.14
	0.12
	-0.14
	-0.02
	-0.10
	-0.14
	-0.08
	-0.11
	-0.18
	-0.04
	-0.22

	(Item 26)
	0.04
	0.06
	0.14
	0.17
	0.17
	0.17
	-0.09
	-0.01
	-0.07
	-0.09
	-0.08
	-0.06
	-0.11
	-0.05
	-0.21




Item 19: Professionals take into account patient’s preferences on how the information should be offered
Item 22: Professionals correct misunderstandings in information when necessary 
Item 25: Enough privacy 
Item 26: Satisfaction with the communication

SUPPLEMENTARY TABLE 2: PATIENTS DISTRIBUTION IN THE SAMPLE.

	Treatment intention
	Doctors
	Nurses 
	Total

	radical/curative 
	158 (31.7%)
	125 (25.7%)
	283 (57.4%)

	palliative/symptom relief
	130 (26.1%)
	85 (16.5%)
	215 (42.6%)

	
	288 (57.8%)
	210 (42.2%)
	






SUPPLEMENTARY TABLE 3: DEBRIEFING QUESTIONS RELATED TO QUESTIONNAIRE COMPLETION.

	

	
	

	How long did it take to answer the EORTC QLQ-COMU26?
	
	

	Less than 10 minutes
	
	223 (46.0%)

	11-15 minutes
	
	155 (32.0%)

	16-20 minutes
	
	67 (13.8%)

	21-30 minutes
	
	40 (8.2%)

	 Missing
	
	13

	
	
	

	Did anyone help to complete the questionnaire?
	
	

	No help required
	
	279 (56.9%)

	Practical help required
	
	132 (26.9%)

	Supportive help required
	
	38 (7.8%)

	Help required with understanding the questionnaire
	
	41 (8.4%)

	Missing
	
	8

	Who provided help? (n = 469)
	
	

	Interviewer
	
	190 (94.1%)

	Relative, friend
	
	12 (5.9%)

	Missing
	
	17

	Were there any questions that the patient found difficult to answer or confusing?
	
	

	Yes
	
	70 (14.3%)

	No
	
	418 (85.7%)

	Missing
	
	10

	Were there any questions that the patient found upsetting?
	
	

	Yes
	
	14 (2.9%)

	No
	
	473 (97.1%)

	Missing
	
	11



Practical help: e.g. interviewer reading the items due to the patient having no glasses.
Supportive help: e.g. interviewer sitting with the patient while they completed the questionnaire.





SUPPLEMENTARY TABLE 4. CONVERGENT VALIDITY.
Correlations between the scales and individual items of the COMU-26 and selected INPATSAT32 items for doctors at the first assessment. 

	
	4. Their willingness to listen to all of your concerns?
	5. The interest they showed in you personally?
	6. The comfort and support they gave you?
	10. The frequency of their visits/consultations?
	11. The time they devoted to you during visits/consultations?

	Scale 1. Patient’s active role-behaviours
	0.65
	0.63
	0.61
	0.63
	0.64

	Scale 2. Aspects of the clinician-patient relationship
	0.67
	0.62
	0.66
	0.67
	0.62

	Scale 3. Professional’s qualities in creating a relationship
	0.68
	0.66
	0.70
	0.63
	0.63

	Scale 4. Professional’s skills (verbal-nonverbal language)
	0.60
	0.56
	0.57
	0.55
	0.57

	Scale 5. Professional’s management of patient’s emotions
	0.64
	0.63
	0.65
	0.65
	0.63

	Scale 6. Professional’s information-related skills 
	0.65
	0.65
	0.66
	0.63
	0.61

	Individual items
	
	
	
	
	

	(Item 19)
	0.58
	0.57
	0.59
	0.60
	0.56

	(Item 22)
	0.69
	0.65
	0.65
	0.67
	0.65

	(Item 25)
	0.52
	0.53
	0.50
	0.56
	0.54

	(Item 26)
	0.647
	0.62
	0.67
	0.63
	0.64



In grey: hypothesised higher correlations (> 0.50). 
Item 19: Professionals take into account patient’s preferences on how the information should be offered
Item 22: Professionals correct misunderstandings in information when necessary 
Item 25: Sufficient privacy 
Item 26: Satisfaction with the communication


