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1 Abstract:
2 Purpose: This study aimed to validate the chemotherapy-induced alopecia distress scale

3 (CADS) in adiverse English-speaking population and patients with endocrine treatment-
4  induced alopecia (EIA). Objective: Chemotherapy and endocrine therapy commonly cause
5 alopeciain breast cancer patients, leading to significant psychological and social challenges.
6 The CADS was developed to assess the psychosocial impact of alopecia, but its
7  generdizability beyond Korean patients requires further investigation. Methods: Data from
8  the CHANCE study (NCT02530177), which focused on non-metastatic breast cancer, was
9  used. The cohort included 256 patients, and CADS data were collected at baseline, six
10  months after chemotherapy completion, or 12 months after initiating endocrine therapy. The
11 CADS questionnaire comprised 17 items covering physical and emotional health, daily
12 activities, and relationships. Reliability was assessed using Cronbach's alpha, and
13 responsiveness was measured by effect size. Results: The CADS exhibited good reliability,
14 with a Cronbach's alpha of 0.91 for the overall score, indicating acceptable internal
15 consistency in both chemotherapy (0.89) and endocrine therapy (0.86) groups. Longitudinal
16 responsiveness was supported by an effect size of 0.49 between decreasing satisfaction with
17 hair growth and increasing emotional distress. Cross-sectional validity was confirmed, with
18  effect sizes of 0.91 and 0.92 for satisfaction with hair growth and emotional and activity
19  domains, respectively. Conclusion: The CADSis avalid and responsive tool for assessing the
20  psychosocia impact of chemotherapy-induced alopecia and endocrine treatment-induced
21  aopeciain adiverse Western patient population.
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1 BACKGROUND

2 Alopeciainduced by cancer treatment can be one of breast cancer patients' most stressful and
3 burdensome adverse events. The incidence of alopecia in early-stage breast cancer patients
4  undergoing cytotoxic chemotherapy is expected to be above 80% with taxanes and 60-100%
5 with anthracyclines’. Persistent chemotherapy-induced-alopecia (pClA) is defined as
6 incomplete hair regrowth six months after completion of chemotherapy and occurs in 39.5%
7  of breast cancer paients’. Additionaly, 22.4% and 31.8% of women undergoing adjuvant
8  endocrine therapy for breast cancer report hair loss and hair thinning, respectively’. The
9  multi-faceted importance of CIA has recently been reviewed®, emphasizing the importance of

10  CIA as arepresentation of illnessto the patient and the public.
11

12 Previous studies have shown that alopecia can affect treatment choice and dose intensity and
13 lead to early treatment discontinuation. Alopecia can cause disproportionate psychosocial
14 impairment, affecting patients’ functional status, emotional well-being, and relationships with
15  others. It has been reported as the third most burdensome adverse event in treating
16 gynecological- and breast cancer. . Patients with higher distress related to cancer treatment-
17  associated alopecia are 1.5 times more likely to suffer from depression than those with lower

18 distress’.

19  To our knowledge, the incidence of chemotherapy-associated alopecia in men and potential
20  ethnic or racia differences in women have not been studied in English literature. Further
21 research needs to be conducted to understand better the significance of ethnicity, gender, and
22 race in patients experiencing alopecia from cancer therapy. In most clinica trials, as well as
23 in routine oncological practice, grading of alopecia is based on the Common Terminology

24  Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE), distinguishing between no hair loss (grade 0), “hair
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1 loss of <50% of normal for that individual that is not obvious from a distance but only on
2 close inspection; a different hairstyle may be required to cover the hair loss, but it does not
3 require awig or hair piece to camouflage” (grade 1) and “hair loss of >=50% normal for that
4 individua that is readily apparent to others, a wig or hairpiece is necessary if the patient
5 desires to camouflage the hair loss completely; associated with psychosocial impact” (grade
6 2)°. In addition, a patient-reported outcome grading tool (PRO-CTCAE) is available as a
7  companion measurement. Patients are requested to quantify their hair loss during the last
8 sevendaysas ‘not a al’ (grade 0), ‘alittle bit’ (grade 1), ‘somewhat’ (grade 2), ‘quite a bit’
9 (grade 3) and ‘very much’ (grade 4)"*. The CTCAE grading is well-recognized and easy to

10  use but does not capture the psychological impact of alopeciain cancer patients.

11 Some tools assess the impact of hair disorders on quality of life, including Hairdex®, the
12 modified Dermatology Life Quality Index (DLQI), adapted DLQI*® , and additional tools **
13 have been proposed. However, no tools specifically cater to patients experiencing CIA or EIA
14 outside the Chemotherapy-induced Alopecia Distress Scale (CADS). Recently, the CADS®,
15  measuring CIA-induced distress in patients with breast cancer, was developed and introduced
16 by Cho and colleagues'®. CADS is the first validated tool to quantify the psychological
17 impact of CIA on breast cancer patients. Testing 25 items, 17 items, covering the four
18 domains ‘physica’ (2), ‘emotional’ (6), ‘activity’ (6), and ‘relationship’ (3) were identified

19  through exploratory factor analysis.

20 CADSwas validated in a cohort of 305 Korean breast cancer patients and found reliable and
21 vadlid, with a coefficient alpha of 0.95 overall and 0.77-0.95 for the subdomains. Total scores
22 ranging from O to 51 and mean scores by domains were recorded. Higher scores represent
23 higher levels of distress. The availability of atotal score allows for a simple understanding of

24  a patient’s alopecia-related distress. Subsequently, the values from each domain provide a
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1 more detailed assessment of the experienced distress. It has been recognized as a crucial tool
2 in monitoring the CIA’s impact on cancer patients. It has been translated and validated for
3 Chinese patients'’ but not for English-speaking populations. Even more importantly, CADS
4  has not been validated for EIA, and a comparable tool for this population is missing. The
5 initial validation study’s design could not assess responsiveness®, which is crucial in
6 understanding the longitudinal impact on patients over time™ and constitutes an essential
7  aspect of validitation®. We used a prospective cohort of patients receiving chemotherapy or
8  endocrine therapy for non-metastatic breast cancer® to validate the English version of the
9 CADSscae. # In addition, we aim to assess the responsiveness of the CADS, which was not

10 evauated in the original study due to study design limitations™.

11
12 METHODS

13 Participants

14 We used cohort data from a single-center, prospective cohort study entitled Chemotherapy-
15 Induced Hair Changes and Alopecia, Skin Aging and Nail Changes in Women with Non-
16 Metastatic Breast Cancer (CHANCE study NCT02530177%). The CHANCE study was
17 conducted at Memorial Sloan Kettering Cancer Center to quantify the incidence of persistent
18  aopecia and alopecia in breast cancer patients receiving cytotoxic chemotherapy and
19  endocrine therapy, respectively. Subjects were eligible to participate if they were diagnosed
20  with breast cancer (ductal carcinomain situ (DCIS), stage | to I11), had no sign of metastasis,
21 and were expected to have cytotoxic chemotherapy and/or endocrine therapy. The study was
22  designed to enroll 100 patients in each of the five treatment cohorts for 500 patients who
23  were followed over time. Due to the nature of the various treatment types and individual
24 susceptibility, thisincluded patients with GO-G2 alopecia.

25 Since the purpose of this study was the validation of CADS in patients with
7
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chemotherapy and/or endocrine therapy, we used 256 patients with chemotherapy and/or
endocrine therapy who have completed their study visit at the completion of chemotherapy in
patients with chemotherapy, and at week 24 from baseline in patients with endocrine
treatment only. To test reliability, we used visits at 24 months and 30 months after enrollment
expecting only a slight change in the chemotherapy-induced alopecia distress and patients
who did not change hair status between the period. This number is lower than the target
enrolment as patients from the control cohort (pre-and post-menopausal women, assessed at
baseline only) were not evaluated, and patients with missing data points at either baseline or
specified endpoint were excluded.

All procedures were approved by the Institutional Review Board of Memorial Sloan
Kettering Cancer Center, New York, NY (IRB Number: 15-198 A(10), NCT02530177), and

all participants provided written informed consent before participation.

M easurement

The CADS s a psychometric scale for assessing the distress that breast cancer
patients experience because of CIA. Its reliability and validity were established with a cross-
sectional survey of 305 Korean women with breast cancer.'® Exploratory factor analysis and
confirmatory factor analysis yielded 17 items in four domains with good model fit, including
physical (two questions), emotional (six questions), daily activity (six questions), and
relationship (three questions) domains. The response is based on a4-point Likert scale (0 =
not at all, 1 = alittle, 2 = quite a bit, and 3 = very much). The CADS total scoreis calculated
by summing responses for all items, ranging from 0 to 51. A higher score indicates higher
distress. The English version of CADS used in this study has been translated and
linguigtically validated by Dr. Cho (JC) using the standardized methodology recommended

by Functional Assessment of Chronic Iliness Therapy multilingual translation (FACITtrans)
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?2_JC's research team reviewed all documentation pertaining to the CADS translation,
including the item history and decisions about item rephrasing, before being finalized for
cognitive testing. No translation issues related to the response options, linguistics, and
conceptual equivalence to the original CADS measure, as intended, were reported. The
partici pants subsequently underwent cognitive debriefing for 30 min to evaluate
comprehension; ease of response; and acceptability of the terminology, phrasing, and
response options. Cognitive interviews were conducted by one oncology nurse and a
behavioral scientist. Cancer patients were recruited until saturation; 5 participated in the
cognitive interviews. The cognitive debriefing revealed that the participants generally
comprehended the CADS well.

We aso evauated the association between the CADS and standardized
phototrichogram data to confirm the construct validity (“known groups’). The objective data
included the number and thickness of hair and patients' reported satisfaction with hair.
Clinical characteristics such as demographic information of study participants were obtained

from electronic medical records.

Statistical analysis

Iteminternal consistency

Descriptive statistics were used to report participants' characteristics and the mean
and standard deviation (SD) of each item of the CADS. We calculated Cronbach's aphato
test the internal consistency and reliability of the CADS. We expected a value greater than
0.75, which is the standard for defining the acceptable reliability of an instrument. At least
209 patients were required to estimate Cronbach's alpha of 0.75 with £5% accuracy at 95%
confidence intervals in the 17-item CADS. # This study had 256 patients, which was

sufficient. To further evaluate the test's internal consistency, we also estimated the corrected
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item-rest correlation, which represents the correlation of the item with the rest of the total
score. Items exceeding a correlation of 0.40 are judged as ‘ good.’**

We initially attempted to use structural equation modeling (SEM) for the CFA but
encountered difficulties constraining secondary loadings to zero without compromising
model fit. In addition, because treating ordinal data as continuous in SEM would not be
appropriate, we adopted exploratory structural equation modeling (ESEM), which allows for
an unconstrained measurement model with all possible cross-loadings as free parameters.
This approach is identified through the specification of a rotation option. It provides standard
errors and fit statistics for freely estimated parameters, making it a suitable method for our
analysisin this study.

Severa goodness-of-fit indices were used to evaluate the model fit, including the
comparative-fit-index (CFI), Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI), standardized root-mean-squared
residual (SRMR), and root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA). A CFl >0.9, TLI

>0.9, SRMR <0.08, and RM SEA <0.06 indicate a good fit for the data.?®

Known-Group Validity

We determined cross-sectional and longitudinal known-group validity using variables of
patients with and without chemotherapy and objective measures including the number of hair
and thickness of hair. Cross-sectional known-group validity independent t-tests were used to
evaluate whether CADS scores were different based on chemotherapy. In addition, the
correlation between CADS with the number of hair and thickness of hair shafts were assessed
using Pearson’s correlation, and we expected total scores to at least moderately correlate

(0.30<r>0.70).

Reliability

10
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1 Thetest-retest reliability of the CADS was measured using the intra-class correlation
2 coefficient (ICC) using atwo-way mixed model. A questionnaire is considered reliable at ICC

3 values> 0.70.%

5 Responsiveness

6 Responsivenessisthe capacity of the questionnaire to identify possible changesin the

7  construct associated with the clinical condition over time.? This responsiveness was

8  measured by the effect size (ES).?° ES was calculated by the variation of the scorein the

9  CADS between patients with and without satisfaction with hair growing or decreasing and no
10  change of satisfaction with hair growing by the standard deviation of the score. Based on the
11 previous studies®™, the following specific hypotheses were tested: 1) decreasing satisfaction
12 with hair growth would have a positive correlation of at least 0.5 with the increasing
13 emotional domain in CADS after treatment; 2) decreasing satisfaction with hair growth
14 would have a positive correlation of at least 0.2 with the increasing physical, activity, and
15 relationship domains in CADS after treatment; and 3) decreasing satisfaction with hair
16 growth will have a positive correlation of at least 0.2 with the increasing total score of CADS
17 after treatment.
18 The significance level was at P<0.05 (two-sided), and all statistical analyses were
19  doneusing STATA software package 16 (STATA Corp., 4905 Lakeway Drive, College Station,
20 TX 77845 USA).

21
22 RESULTS

23  Study participants

11
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1 The mean age was 53.1 years, and 30% were BC stage |1 or 111. Among the study participants,
2 57.4% received chemotherapy (Table 1). On ascale of O to 51, the mean CADS score was 3.1

3 (SD=5.3)and 5.9 (SD =7.1) a baseline and cycle 8, respectively.

5 Iteminternal consistency

6 The Cronbach’s alpha coefficients of 4 sub-domains in the CADS ranged from 0.50
7 to0 0.88, indicating satisfactory internal consistency except for physical function. When any
8 items were removed, item-rest correlations varied from 0.18 to 0.74. While all the items had
9 generaly accepted levels of item-rest correlation (>0.40), the item “The areais itching” (r =
10  0.18), “The area is burning or prickling resulting pain.” (r = 0.31), and “I have difficulty
11 doing personal care such as bath and make-up.” (r = 0.35) had a relatively low correlation
12 with other items in the domain (Table 2). However overall CADS scale of Cronbach’s alpha
13 coefficients was 0.91, indicating good reliability. The Cronbach’s alpha coefficients were
14 0.89 and 0.86 in patients on chemotherapy and patients on endocrine therapy only,

15  respectively, and the CADS had acceptable reliability in both groups.

16

17 Confirmatory factor analysis

18  In confirmatory factor analysis, test statistics, degrees of freedom, and p values of the Chi-
19  sguare test were 2384.075, 136, and <0.01. The goodness-of-fit indices for CADS (Figure 1)
20  were relatively high (CFl = 0.940, TLI = 0.890, SRMR = 0.041, and RMSEA = 0.084 (95%

21 Cl=0.071, 0.098)).

22 Cross-sectional Known-Group Validity

12
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1 Compared to patients only on endocrine therapy, patients on chemotherapy were more likely
2 to have higher distress due to CIA (Table 2), and the difference was statistically significant (P
3 < 0.05). Overall, the highest distress item was “I am dissatisfied with my appearance.
4  followed by “I always wear a wig or scarf to hide hair loss” (Table 2). The highest distress
5 items in the chemotherapy- and endocrine therapy group were “I always wear a wig or scarf

6 tohidehair loss” and “I am easily irritated and stressed,” respectively (Table 2).

7 In cross-sectional known group analysis using subjective measurement, the ES
8  between the with and without satisfaction with hair growth and higher emotional and activity
9 domain was 0.91 and 0.92, respectively. The satisfaction was strongly associated with a total
10  score of CADS (ES = 0.97) (Table 3). The differences in CADS score between patients with
11 and without satisfaction with hair growth were observed to be of large ES in both

12 chemotherapies (ES = 0.60) and endocrine therapy-only group (ES = 0.52) (Table 3).

13 Regarding the objective phototrichogram data, a moderate correlation was observed
14 between the total score of CADS, number of hair (r = -0.33), and thickness of hair shafts (r =
15 -0.44) at the completion of chemotherapy or 24 weeks after initiation of endocrine therapy.
16 Among the domains, the activity domain was more likely to have a higher correlation with
17 the number of hair (r = -0.40) and thickness of hair shafts (r = -0.49) (Table 4). The
18  correlation between CADS score and the number and thickness of hair was observed to be of
19  large ES in both chemotherapies (ES = 0.60) and endocrine therapy-only group (ES = 0.52)

20 (Table3).
21

22  Longitudinal Reliability and Responsiveness

13
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1 Among the patients who did not change hair status between 24 months and 30
2 months after enrollment, the ICC of CADS total score between 24 months and 30 months was

3 0.83(95% CI 0.73, 0.89), which indicated satisfactory consistency.

4 In responsiveness based on the satisfaction with hair growing, the results in relation
5  to our hypotheses were as follows: 1) The ES between the decreasing satisfaction with hair
6 growing and increasing emotional domain was 0.49, which was in accordance with
7 hypothesis 1. 2), 3), and 4) The ES between the decreasing satisfaction and the average
8  change score of the physical, activity and relationship was 0.39, 0.57 and 0.20, which was in
9 accordance with hypotheses 2,3, and 4. 5) The correlation between decreasing satisfaction
10 with hair growing and CADS total score was 0.55, which was in accordance with hypotheses
11 5) (Table 3). There was moderate ES between decreasing satisfaction and change of CADS
12 scorein both chemotherapy (ES = 0.30) and endocrine therapy-only group (ES = 0.50) (Table

13 3).

14 The correlation between the change in the total score of CADS and the difference in
15 the thickness of hair (r = -0.35) the observed correlation was moderate. The change in the
16 activity domain was also observed to have the highest correlation with the change in
17  objective measures (Table 4). Between the shift in the number and thickness of hair and the
18  change in CADS score, a moderate correlation was observed in chemotherapy (ES = 0.26),

19  but aweak correlation in the endocrine therapy-only group (Table 4).
20

21 Discussion

22

23 Tofill an essential gap in measuring psychological distress associated with alopeciain cancer

24  patients, we validated the previoudy established CADS in a diverse English-speaking
14
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population at Memorial Sloan Kettering Cancer Center in the United States. Additionally, we
aimed to expand the use of CADS to include patients treated with endocrine therapies. The
CADS, as demonstrated in this study, is reliable for administration in this non-K orean patient
population and can be used in patients with EIA in addition to CIA patients (Cronbach’s alpha
0.86 and 0.89). Furthermore, we identified a moderate inverse correlation between hair count
and thickness assessed by phototrichogram with CADS. This further supports the validity of

CADS.

Interestingly, this study's mean total CADS score at baseline and completion of chemotherapy
or 24 weeks after initiation of endocrine therapy was 3.1 and 5.9, respectively. These total
scores are considerably lower than the median of 14 reported in the initial CADS validation
study®. Possible explanations for this finding include the inclusion of patients with EIA,
which tends to be less severe and leads to less psychological distress, and cultural differences

in the perception of female hair lossin general and during cancer treatment.

In terms of validity and reliability, all items had moderate or high loadings (>0.5),
supporting the factorability of the items in a development study. However, in our study, two
itemsin the physical domain revealed low loadings (“ Thearea isitching” and “ Theareais
burning or prickling, resulting in pain” ). This may be due to the status of our study
participants. Patients typically describe hot, itchy, tender, or tingly sensations on their scalp
(trichodynia) when actively losing hair from chemotherapy. However, in this study, CADS
was assessed at completion of chemotherapy when hair was expected to regrow. This may
explain the lower valuesin these items. To ensure the consistency of the CADS as an
international standardized instrument for psychometric analysis, we decided to maintain the
aforementioned items. Further studies will be required to modify these items and their

responsiveness for patients after completion of chemotherapy.

15


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.05.23298093

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.05.23298093; this version posted November 6, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

1 Regarding convergent validities using known group anaysis, we found that
2 dissatisfaction with hair growing was associated with a higher total score of CADS (ES =
3 0.97). Emotional and activity stress domains were higher in patients who had dissatisfaction
4 with hair growth. In addition, we also found that with the objective phototrichogram data, a
5 moderate correlation was observed between the total score of CADS, number of hair (r = -
6 0.33), and thickness of hair shafts at completion of chemotherapy or 24 weeks after initiation
7  of endocrine therapy. The US Food and Drug Administration (FDA) has noted the need to
8 develop endpoints for clinical trials to measure aspects of aopecia that are important to
9 patients.”” Considering the CADS was associated with hair density and hair thinning, which
10  was objectively quantified, as well as patient satisfaction, CADS could be a helpful

11 measurement tool as a valid patient-reported outcome response scalein clinical trials.

12 In responsiveness, the correlation between decreasing satisfaction with hair growing
13 and CADS total score was 0.55, and the minimal clinically meaningful difference of CADS
14 could be 5 points at complete chemotherapy. This means that in individual patients, a change
15  of 5 points, considered important by patients, cannot be distinguished from measurement
16 error with 95% confidence, so changes in individual patients should be interpreted with

17  caution.

18 The initial development of CADS has been a significant advancement in quantifying
19 the psychological impact of CIA™. However, using a questionnaire in different cultural
20  contexts and patient settings must be validated to ensure that the questionnaire applies to the
21 patients®. This also implies that caution should be warranted when using CADS in similar
22 but not identical populations, e.g., western European patients in the future. An additional
23 potentia limitation is the minor logistical burden associated with the administration and

24  scoring of the CADS, as well as time constraints for patients when used outside of clinical

16
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1 trials. However, the ability to quantify the psychological distress of patients experiencing
2 chemotherapy-associated alopecia longitudinally will allow for better-shared decision-making
3 regarding alopecia treatment, prevention, and psychological support. The questionnaire's

4  advantages benefit patients overall and outweigh the logistical burdens.
5 Limitations of this study:

6 Limitations include single-center design. Further studies should validate CADS in different
7  patient populations with various cultures and languages and consider conducting international
8 multi-center studies. Second, we did not conduct a test-retest. However, the development
9  study™ and other validation study’’ have aready proven the reliability of the CADS, and we
10  expected our results to be similar to those in previous studies. Furthermore, when we
11 performed a reliability test using patients who did not experience a change in their hair
12 condition between two visits when the chemotherapy-induced alopecia status was relativity
13 consistent, the ICC was satisfied with the cut-off (ICC = 0.83). Lastly, since the item was a
14  categorical variable, the statistical interpretation was limited because approximate fit indexes
15  were initially developed for continuous outcomes. % However, studies support that ordinal
16  variables could be considered continuous variables in the structural equation model.? and the

17 model's goodness of fit in this study are acceptable.
18
19  Clinical implications:

20 Thevalidated CADS s the first tool established for a diverse patient population in the United
21 States. Furthermore, including EIA patients expands this tool's validation to another patient

22 population.
23 Conclusions:

17
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1 We have validated CADS as a reliable and responsive measurement of psychological distress
2 due to both CIA and EIA in a diverse Western population. We encourage its wide use in
3 research and clinical practice. Validation of CADS in additional linguistic, cultural, and

4  ethnic contexts will allow more patients to benefit from this psychometric tool.
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1 Figurelegends

2 Figure 1. Confirmatory factor analysis of Chemotherapy-induced Alopecia Distress
3 Scaleitems

4
5
6 Table 1. Patient characteristics and baseline measur ements (N= 256)
7
Characteristics Overall Sub-cohort
(N=256) Endocrine
N (%) Chemotherapy ther apy
(N =147) only
(N = 109)
Age
Mean (SD), 53.1(11.4) 50.9 (11.5) 56.2 (10.6)
Race (N = 216)
White 151 (69.9) 81 (66.4) 70 (74.5)
Black or African American 21 (9.7) 15 (12.3) 6 (6.4)
Latino/ Hispanic 16 (7.4) 12 (9.8) 4(4.3)
Asian 17 (7.9) 9(7.4) 8(8.5)
Others 11 (5.1) 5(4.1) 6 (6.4)
Disease stage at diagnosis
DCIS 18 (7.0) 0 18 (16.5)
I 157 (61.3) 77 (52.4) 80 (73.4)
[ 71 (27.7) 60 (40.8) 11 (10.12)
[l 9(35) 9(6.1) 0
Unknown 1(0.9) 1(0.7) 0
Treatment modality
Cytotoxic chemother apy
ddAC-T 73 (28.5) 73 (49.7)
CMF 48 (18.9) 48 (32.7)
Newer Combination Regimens 26 (10.2) 26 (17.7)
Endocrinetherapy
Tamoxifen 46 (18.0) 46 (42.2)
Aromatase Inhibitor 63 (24.6) 63 (57.8)
8 *Patient who received chemotherapy
9
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Table 2. Reliability of the Chemother apy-Induced Alopecia Distress Scale (N
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Table 3. Known-group validity and Responsiveness validity of Chemotherapy-induced alopecia distress scale (CADS) subscale by
patients with and without satisfaction with hair growing baseline and after treatment

Sub-cohort
Total Chemotherapy Endocrine ther apy only
K nown-gr oup validity
Without  Satisfaction ES P Without  Satisfaction ES P Without  Satisfaction ES P
Satisfaction  with hair Satisfaction  with hair Satisfaction  with hair
with hair growing with hair growing with hair growing
growing growing growing
Cycle 8/ Week 24/ End of Tx
N (%) 85(38.1) 138(61.9) 71 (61.7) 44 (38.3) 14 (13.0) 94 (87.0)
Physical 0.78 (0.97)  0.40(0.69) 0.47 <0.01 0.86(1.00) 0.55(0.79) 0.35 0.08 0.36(0.63) 0.31(0.61) 0.08 0.78
Emotional 475 (387) 1.71(3.04) 0.91 <0.01 5.18(394) 3.02(3.79) 0.56 <0.01 257(262) 0.98(2.09 0.67 0.01
Activity 351(341) 0.92(2.09) 0.92 <0.01 4.10(340) 2.34(313) 054 <0.01 050(1.16) 0.24(0.70) 0.27 0.25

Relationship  0.92(1.71) 0.32(0.95) 043 <001 1.06(180) 0.55(1.21) 0.33 010 021(080) 0.21(0.79) 0.00 0.99
Total CADS ~ 9.95(8.13)  3.35(5.58) 097 <001 11.20(8.18) 6.45(7.44) 060 <001 3.64(3.88) 1.74(3.34) 0.52 0.05

Responsiveness
Decreasing No change ES P Decreasing  No change ES P Decreasng Nochange ES P
Satisfaction Satisfaction Satisfaction
with hair with hair with hair
growing growing growing
Change from baseline to End of Tx*
N (%) 52 (33.3) 104 (66.7) 46 (53.5) 40 (46.5) 6(7.2) 71 (92.2)
Physical 044 (1.11) 0.05(0.86) 0.39 0.02 050(1.15 0.06 (1.27) 0.36 0.11 0(0.63) 0.04 (0.62) 0.07 0.87
Emotional 225(4.14) 043(328 0.49 <001 254(431) 1.27(4.93) 0.27 0.23 0(1.10) 0.04 (2.07) 0.03 0.96
Activity 231(4.02) 0.48(209) 0.57 <001 2.76(396) 1.58(3.35) 0.32 0.17 -117(2.86) -0.03(0.68) 0.55 <0.01

Relaionship 027 (2.36) -011(1.12) 020 019 0.39(246) 0.12(183) 0.12 060 -067(103) -021(067) 052 0.13
Total CADS ~ 5.27(9.72)  0.86 (5.93) 055 <001 6.20(9.88) 3.03(9.67) 0.32 016 -1.83(412) -015(238 050 0.12

CADS, Chemotherapy-induced Alopecia Distress Scale; Effect Size, ES; Treatment, Tx
* Among patient with satisfaction with their hair at baseline
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Table 4. Cross-sectional and Longitudinal correlation coefficients between scores of the Chemotherapy-Induced Alopecia Distress
Scale (CADS), and number and thickness of hair before and after chemother apy

Sub-cohort
Total (N=257) Chemotherapy Endocrine therapy only
Number of Thickness of Number of Thickness of Number of Thickness of
hair hair hair hair hair hair
(N/cm?) (mm) (N/cm?) (mm) (N/cm?) (mm)

Cross-sectional score 1=>
Physical -0.15** -0.12* -0.02 -0.03 -0.17 -0.06 S
Emotional -0.27** -0.36** -0.05 -0.23** -0.14 -0.00 p
Activity -0.40** -0.49** -0.18* -0.34** -0.14 0.02 §
Relationship -0.11 -0.23** -0.00 -0.18* 0.02 0.04 g

Total CADS -0.33** -0.44** -0.10 -0.30** -0.15 0.02 z
[0)

L ongitudinal change of score ﬁ
Physical -0.06 -0.03 0.00 0.05 0.07 0.04 g
Emotional -0.20** -0.29** -0.08 -0.22* -0.06 0.09 e
Activity -0.27** -0.39** -0.11 -0.28** 0.11 0.24* 2
Relationship -0.07 -0.26** -0.01 -0.24* 0.29** 0.26 é

Total CADS -0.23** -0.35** -0.08 -0.26** 0.11 0.20 B
* P<0.05 &
**P<0.01 )
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