Supplementary Table 2. Details of PROM developed or used by included studies. 
	Author
	Measure
	Details of PROM
	Example item
	Domains assessed
	Response format
	Scoring info
	Additional info

	Aghdam 1
	EORTC-QLQELD14
	14 items total quality of life scale with 2-item burden of illness subscale – 1 item of which measures TB 
	How much has your treatment been a burden to you?
	Overall
	4-point Likert scale: Not at all to Very Much  
	Percentages of participants endorsing each response of each item can be reported. Mean scores range 0-100 with higher scores indicating higher burden of illness/treatment.  
	Percentage for each response of single treatment item reported in paper. 

	Anderson 2
	PETS [specific items] 
	19 items total treatment burden measure. 
8 items assess self-management behaviours and associated difficulty with: taking medications, scheduling medical appointments, monitoring health conditions and behaviours, finding reliable health information, having a routine or program for regular exercise, and needing to use medical devices or equipment.

11 items assess self-management impact on: role and social activity limitations and physical and mental exhaustion. 
	Difficulty: 
How easy/difficult has it been for you to schedule and keep track of your medical appointments? 

Impact: 
How often did your self-care make you feel angry? 
	Medication 
Administration
Lifestyle
Emotional Impact 
	5-point Likert scale, labels differ depending on item: Very Easy-Very Difficult; Never to Always 
	Self-management difficulty was calculated by averaging all self-management task difficulty scores to produce score from 1-5. Self-management impact was average the scores for the two impact scales and transforming the scores from 0-100. 
Higher scores indicate higher difficulty or impact.  
	Full PETS measure is 48 items. Scoring procedure differs from that of full PETS measure.  

	Bath 3
	PETS/Brief PETS
	48 items in full measure and 32 items in brief measure which assess treatment burden. Each have the following subsections: medical information; medications; medical appointments; monitoring health; interpersonal challenges; medical expenses; difficulty with healthcare services; role activity limitations; and physical/mental exhaustion.
	How easy/difficult has it been for you to pay for healthy foods?
	Financial
Medication
Administration
Lifestyle
Healthcare
Time/travel
Emotional Impact
	5-point Likert scale, labels differ depending on item: Very Easy-Very Difficult; Never to Always
	Scores for each subsection are calculated and standardised on scale of 0-100. Higher scores indicate more treatment burden. 
	

	Beeler 4
	Bespoke & COST
	Two bespoke items assessing financial burden.  

COST is 11 item scale financial toxicity scale, 1 item measures treatment burden. 
	Respondents were asked about degree of financial burden on family and concern about paying for treatment.  

COST item: 
I worry about the financial problems I will have in the future as a result of my illness or treatment. 
	Financial
	Degree of FB: None-catastrophic

Concern about paying for treatment: 
Not worried- very worried.

COST – 5-point Likert scale: not at all to very much
	Percentages of each response were reported. 

COST scores range from 0-44 within lower scores indicating worse financial toxicity.  
	

	Eton 5
	PETS impact subscales 
	11 items across two self-management impact subscales: role and social activity limitations and physical and mental exhaustion.
	How often did your self-care make you feel angry?
	Lifestyle
Emotional Impact
	5-point Likert scale: Never to Always
	Scores for each subsection are calculated and standardised on scale of 0-100. Higher scores indicate more treatment burden.
	

	Garg 6
	TBQ
	15-item treatment burden measure including 1 global treatment burden question 
	How would you rate the burden associated with the recommendations from your doctors to practice regular physical exercises?

Global item: 
The need for medical healthcare on a regular basis reminds me of my health problems. 
	Financial
Medication
Administration
Lifestyle
Healthcare
Time/travel

	14/15 items 0-10 Likert scale Not a problem-A big problem 

1/15 item 0-10 Not at all-All the time
	Items are summed for a total score which ranges from 0-150. Higher scores indicate higher treatment burden. 
	

	Greenup 7
	Bespoke
	88-item questionnaire including items about women’s experiences with treatment related costs and their consideration of health care costs when making decisions for breast cancer surgery.
	How much of a financial burden did you experience as a result of your breast cancer treatment? 
	Financial 
	5-point Likert scale: no financial burden to catastrophic financial burden
	N/A
	

	Haider 8
	MEPS-Household Component
	Measure used to provide nationally representative reports of healthcare use and expenditure in USA. 
Questions regarding:
- degree of economic hardship related to the patient’s brain tumor, its treatment
- the lasting effects of the disease and treatment on both the individual patient.
A number of items provide assessment of treatment burden. 
	Did you ever feel that your brain tumor, its treatment, or the lasting effects of that treatment interfered with your ability to perform any physical tasks required by your job?
	Financial 
Lifestyle
	Yes/No
	N/A
	

	Husebø 9
	PETS
	48 items in full measure and 32 items in brief measure. Each have the following subsections: medical information; medications; medical appointments; monitoring health; interpersonal challenges; medical expenses; difficulty with healthcare services; role activity limitations; and physical/mental exhaustion.
	How easy/difficult has it been for you to pay for healthy foods?
	Financial
Medication
Administration
Lifestyle
Healthcare
Time/travel
Emotional Impact
	5-point Likert scale, labels differ depending on item: Very Easy-Very Difficult; Never to Always
	Scores for each subsection are calculated and standardised on scale of 0-100. Higher scores indicate more treatment burden. 
	

	Husebø 10
	PETS
	48 items in full measure and 32 items in brief measure. Each have the following subsections: medical information; medications; medical appointments; monitoring health; interpersonal challenges; medical expenses; difficulty with healthcare services; role activity limitations; and physical/mental exhaustion.
	How easy/difficult has it been for you to pay for healthy foods?
	Financial
Medication
Administration
Lifestyle
Healthcare
Time/travel
Emotional Impact
	5-point Likert scale, labels differ depending on item: Very Easy-Very Difficult; Never to Always
	Scores for each subsection are calculated and standardised on scale of 0-100. Higher scores indicate more treatment burden. 
	

	Karimzadeh 11
	EORTC-QLQC30
	30-item cancer-specific quality of life measure. 
3 items across 2 subscales assess treatment burden: social functioning and financial difficulties 
	Has your physical condition or medical treatment 
interfered with your family life?
	Financial
Lifestyle
	4-point Likert scale: Not at all to Very Much  
	Individual and subscale scores are transformed from 0-100, higher scale score indicates more financial difficulties or more interference (high TB) 
	

	Kent 12
	Bespoke
	Four bespoke items to assess cancer-related financial problems which assess treatment burden. 
	Was there any time when you needed medical care, but did not get it because you couldn’t afford it?
	Financial 
	Yes/No
	N/A
	

	Kircher 13
	COST
	COST is 11 item scale financial toxicity scale, 1 item measures treatment burden.
	I worry about the financial problems I will have in the future as a result of my illness or treatment.
	
	5-point Likert scale: not at all to very much
	COST scores range from 0-44 within lower scores indicating worse financial toxicity.  
	

	Myers 14
	Bespoke
	Bespoke 28-item survey including questions assessing patient reported burden of intravesical therapy. 1 item and 1 sub-item assess treatment burden. 
	How much did the process of receiving bladder instillations for bladder cancer affect your ability to do your regular daily activities, other than working at a job?
	Financial
Lifestyle 

	5-point Likert scale not at all-a great deal
	Percentages for each response category reported 
	

	Philp 15
	EORTC-QLQC30 & EORTC-QLQOV28
	EORTC-QLQC30
30-item cancer-specific quality of life measure. 
3 items across 2 subscales assess treatment burden: social functioning and financial difficulties 

EORTC-QLQOV28 
28-item ovarian cancer-specific quality of life measure. 1 item within a 3-item subscale for attitude to disease/treatment assesses treatment burden
	EORTC-QLQC30
Has your physical condition or medical treatment 
interfered with your family life?

EORTC-QLQOV28
How much has your treatment been a burden to you? 
	EORTC-QLQC30
Financial
Lifestyle

EORTC-QLQOV8
Overall
	4-point Likert scale: Not at all to Very Much  
	Individual and subscale scores are transformed from 0-100, higher scale score indicates more financial difficulties or more interference (high TB) 
	

	Rifkin 16
	TSQM-9
	9-item treatment satisfaction measure with 3-item convenience subscale which measures TB 
	How convenient or inconvenient is it to take the medication as instructed?
	Medication
	7-item Likert scale depending on item e.g., Extremely Inconvenient-Extremely convenient
	Items within subscales summed and transformed to 0 to 100. Higher scores indicate higher level of domain i.e., higher convenience/lower burden
	

	Saoud 17
	EORTC-QLQC30
	30-item cancer-specific quality of life measure. 
3 items across 2 subscales assess treatment burden: social functioning and financial difficulties 
	Has your physical condition or medical treatment 
interfered with your family life?
	Financial
Lifestyle
	4-point Likert scale: Not at all to Very Much  
	Individual and subscale scores are transformed from 0-100, higher scale score indicates more financial difficulties or more interference (high TB) 
	

	Smedsland 18
	EORTC-QLQC30
	30-item cancer-specific quality of life measure. 
3 items across 2 subscales assess treatment burden: social functioning and financial difficulties 
	Has your physical condition or medical treatment 
interfered with your family life?
	Financial
Lifestyle
	4-point Likert scale: Not at all to Very Much  
	Individual and subscale scores are transformed from 0-100, higher scale score indicates more financial difficulties or more interference (high TB) 
	

	Stone 19
	Bespoke
	4 bespoke items exploring financial burden. Two assess treatment burden. 
	Overall, how much of a burden is your having prostate cancer on you and your family in each of the following areas? A. Finances due to cost of treatment
B. Our finances due to the other costs of health care for prostate cancer (such as visits to the doctor etc)
	Financial 
	6-item Likert scale: Not a burden-Very large burden
	Financial burden expressed as binary variable - those who reported large burden or very large burden vs those who did not
	

	Xiao 20
	TBQ & COST
	15-item measure including 1 global treatment burden question

COST is 11 item scale, 1 item measures treatment burden.
	TBQ: How would you rate the burden associated with the recommendations from your doctors to practice regular physical exercises?

[bookmark: _Hlk205983040]COST: I worry about the financial problems I will have in the future as a result of my illness or treatment.
	Financial
Medication
Administration
Lifestyle
Healthcare
Time/travel

	TBQ: 14/15 items 0-10 Likert scale Not a problem-A big problem 

1/15 item 0-10 Not at all-All the time
COST: 5-point Likert scale: not at all to very much
	TBQ items are summed for a total score which ranges from 0-150. Higher scores indicate higher treatment burden.

COST scores range from 0-44 within lower scores indicating worse financial toxicity.  
	Overall TBQ score not reported in paper. 

	Yucel 21
	[bookmark: _Hlk205994592]SEQ-G-CSF
	13-item scale to assess patients' perspectives of and satisfaction with different treatment options
	How convenient or inconvenient was the G-CSF treatment to schedule?
	Medication
Administrative
Lifestyle
Healthcare
Time/travel
	NR
	N/A
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