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Key Points (75-100 words=100) 36 

 37 

Question  38 

How do people with Alzheimer’s disease (AD) decide on treatment with newly available anti-39 

amyloid monoclonal antibodies? 40 

 41 

Findings 42 

In this qualitative analysis, people with AD considering treatment relied on multiple information 43 

sources; were motivated by hope to delay cognitive decline and preserve independence; and 44 

worried side effects would impair quality of life. Personality traits, family support, and trust in 45 

expertise determined how they balanced these tradeoffs. People with AD wanted more 46 

personalized information and to hear from others who had taken the medications.  47 

Meaning 48 

As access to treatment expands, these findings inform how clinicians can help people with AD 49 

make individualized treatment decisions. 50 

 51 

Abstract  52 

 53 

Importance  54 

People with Alzheimer’s disease (AD) now have access to disease-modifying treatment with 55 

anti-amyloid monoclonal antibodies (mAbs). Their perception of risks and benefits and 56 

approach to treatment decisions remain unknown.  57 

 58 

Objective 59 

To understand how people with early AD consider benefits and costs of anti-amyloid mAbs and 60 

make decisions about treatment.  61 

 62 

Design  63 

Qualitative semi-structured interviews 64 

 65 

Setting 66 

Memory care clinics at two academic medical centers 67 

 68 

Participants 69 

People with biomarker or imaging-confirmed early AD referred for evaluation for treatment with 70 

anti-amyloid mAbs 71 

 72 

Main Outcomes and Measures 73 

Themes identified through content analysis 74 

 75 

Results 76 

Among 22 participants, mean age was 70 years, 8 (36%) were women, 22 (100%) were White, 77 

8 (36%) had less than a college degree, 11 (50%) had annual income less than $100,000, and 6 78 

(27%) lived in a rural area. The analysis revealed 3 major themes and associated subthemes: 1) 79 

People with AD sought and obtained information from different sources—advocacy 80 

organizations, the Internet, and clinicians; 2) hopes, expected benefits, and the existential threat 81 

of dementia drove willingness and readiness to start lecanemab—hopes included more time 82 

feeling like themselves and doing enjoyable activities; expected benefits included stalling 83 

progression, reversing cognitive decline or cure; 3) individual traits and preferences, family 84 

factors, and degree of trust in expertise influenced how people balanced risks and benefits—85 
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some would accept treatment at any cost; others carefully weighed risks and burdens carefully, 86 

but were motivated to pursue treatment by supportive families, insurance coverage, and trust in 87 

expertise; for a few, costs decidedly outweighed their personal benefits. People with AD desired 88 

more individualized information on risks and benefits and wanted to hear more from patients 89 

who took the medication.  90 

 91 

Conclusions and Relevance 92 

Results from this qualitative analysis inform clinician, health system and policy efforts  93 

to promote individualized treatment decisions for anti-amyloid mAb treatment 94 

through multimodal education and outreach, evidence-based communication skills, and 95 

adaptation of similar care models. 96 

  97 
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Introduction 98 

Approval of anti-amyloid monoclonal antibodies (mAbs) is a major advance in the field of 99 

Alzheimer’s disease (AD). This medication class is the first potentially disease-modifying 100 

therapy for people with dementia. Lecanemab, approved by the Food and Drug Administration 101 

(FDA) in 2023, can slow cognitive decline in early AD by six months.1 Donanemab was FDA-102 

approved in July 2024, and clinical trials of additional mAbs are in process.2 103 

 104 

Alongside therapeutic optimism is growing recognition of potential tradeoffs that complicate 105 

treatment decisions. Side effects include intracranial swelling (amyloid-related imaging 106 

abnormalities-edema), and intracranial bleeding (amyloid-related imaging abnormalities-107 

hemorrhage [ARIA-H]).3 Certain comorbidities and medications, like anticoagulants, and 108 

genotypes, like apolipoprotein E ε4 (ApoE4), increase the ARIA-H risk.4 Although most ARIA is 109 

asymptomatic, it can result in death and disability.5 How patients fare long-term remains 110 

unknown. Treatment requires time expenditure, including subspecialty visits, diagnostic testing, 111 

monitoring, and infusions every two-to-four weeks. And anti-amyloid mAbs are financially costly 112 

for individuals and society.6  113 

 114 

Many have called for shared decision-making to address the complexity of treatment 115 

decisions.4,5,7–9 To be effective, shared decision-making requires understanding how patients 116 

perceive the risks and benefits of treatment and how they approach decisions.10 In the new era 117 

of anti-amyloid mAbs, our aim was to understand how people with AD weigh potential benefits 118 

of treatment against costs and how they make treatment decisions. 119 

 120 

Methods 121 

 122 

Study Design and Data Collection  123 

We conducted an exploratory qualitative study using semi-structured interviews of people with 124 

AD who were referred for lecanemab evaluation between February-March 2024. A 125 

multidisciplinary team developed an interview guide using the Ottawa Decision Support 126 

Framework.11 The guide included questions about 1) information received, 2) hopes, 127 

motivations, and concerns about treatment, 3) level of certainty about starting treatment, 4) 128 

factors influencing decision-making, and 5) the decision-making process. Interviews were 129 

conducted remotely by Zoom or telephone by trained study personnel (A.P., A.T.). The 130 

institutional review boards of participating institutions approved this study as exempt. We 131 

adhered to Consolidated Criteria for Reporting Qualitative Studies (COREQ) guidance.12  132 

  133 

Setting and Participants 134 

Participants were recruited by mail and telephone from memory clinic referral centers at two 135 

academic medical centers, the University of Utah and Massachusetts General Hospital. 136 

Participants were English-speakers, between ages 50-90 years, with early AD confirmed by 137 

amyloid on cerebrospinal fluid and/or positron-emission tomography who had been referred to 138 

undergo screening for lecanemab. Interviews were conducted prior to receiving lecanemab. 139 

Participants completed verbal informed consent and an online demographic questionnaire 140 

before participation and received a $50 gift card. 141 

 142 

Data Analysis 143 

Interviews were digitally recorded, transcribed, and de-identified. Qualitative thematic analysis 144 

was performed in March-April 2024 using a stepwise approach and hybrid deductive-inductive 145 

coding methods.13,14 The primary analytic team was comprised of AP (female physician-146 

researcher with qualitative research expertise), AT (male clinical research coordinator), and JP 147 

(female researcher with serious illness communication and qualitative research expertise). 148 
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Coders independently coded the first five transcripts deductively using the interview guide as a 149 

framework; additional codes were added inductively to create the preliminary codebook. AT, AP, 150 

and JP coded the remaining transcripts and met every five interviews to discuss discrepancies, 151 

resolve differences by consensus, revise codes and ensure iterative content building. The final 152 

codebook was applied to all interviews. Using meetings with two additional experts (DD, SS), 153 

codes were grouped to develop preliminary themes and sub-themes. Associations were 154 

confirmed by the entire group to identify final themes. AP, AT, and JP reviewed transcripts 155 

iteratively to assess data saturation, or when interviews were not gleaning new information, at 156 

which point recruitment was stopped.15–17  157 

 158 

Results 159 

Characteristics for the 22 participants are provided in Table 1. The study cohort included 12 160 

(55%) people from Massachusetts General Hospital and 10 (45%) from the University of Utah. 161 

Mean age was 70 years, 8 (36%) were women, and 22 (100%) were non-Hispanic White. Eight 162 

(36%) had less than a college degree, 8 (50%) had annual income less than $100,000 (6 [27%] 163 

were unsure or had no income), and 6 (27%) lived rurally. A majority (12 [55%]) were ready to 164 

decide on lecanemab treatment, and the remainder were evenly split between ready but 165 

wanting more information (5 [23%]) and not ready (5 [23%]). A small proportion would decline (3 166 

[14%]), a similar proportion needed more information (4 [18%]), and most would pursue 167 

treatment (15 [68%]).  168 

 169 

Through analysis, we identified three primary themes and associated subthemes (Figure 1), 170 

with representative quotations in the manuscript text. Table 2 provides additional supportive 171 

quotations. 172 

 173 

People with AD sought and obtained information from different sources 174 

Nearly all respondents reported self-directed information gathering. In addition to the Internet 175 

and media, advocacy organizations played a prominent role in disseminating information and 176 

empowering patients. 177 

 178 

“I've actually gone out and sought out information on my own…I was able to connect 179 

from the Alzheimer's page to an article on it. And I basically printed that and then kind of 180 

read it in its entirety so that I could highlight areas of concern for myself.” (ID5) 181 

 182 

Most learned about anti-amyloid mAbs from their clinicians. Some learned from primary care 183 

providers—often the physician to whom they first presented with cognitive complaints—while 184 

others obtained information from subspecialty providers. Level of detail conveyed by clinicians 185 

varied, ranging from comprehensive to only a broad overview. 186 

 187 

“You can do it over at our local hospital. I don't really know much more than that...It just 188 

was, like, a couple of minutes or something. He just said it'd be an infusion, and so I 189 

asked him if that was—I don't know. He didn't really say much.” (ID 18) 190 

A few participants experienced motivating narratives from other people with AD who had 191 

received anti-amyloid mAbs. In other instances, information from family members with 192 

healthcare expertise played a role.  193 

 194 

“…I met a gal who was a little younger than me who's been getting the treatment and 195 

she really feels like it's helped her quite a bit. She's done very well on it, so that was 196 

another exciting thing.” (ID12) 197 
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Hopes, expected benefits, and the existential threat of dementia drive willingness and 198 

readiness to start lecanemab 199 

 200 

Delaying progression of cognitive decline dominated the hopes for treatment. Some participants’ 201 

expectations exceeded the benefits seen in clinical trials. Several hoped for a cure, while others 202 

hoped that lecanemab would reverse memory loss or completely remove amyloid from the 203 

brain. 204 

“[I hope] that they’ll come in in a year and say, ‘We can’t find any amyloid plaque—- in 205 

your brain. And that the tau tangles, or whatever they are, seem not to be there.’” (ID 9) 206 

Patient motivation to accept treatment came from the opportunities to a) gain more time feeling 207 

like themselves and doing enjoyable activities; b) have a plan to fight dementia rather than 208 

succumbing to the status quo; or c) preserve independence. 209 

  210 

“I would like to be able to live a life and be able to speak and not get wound up in my 211 

mind.... This is the anxiety.... I’m hoping it can help not only just the hope, but it's good to 212 

have a plan and, ‘This is what I'm gonna do.’ And ‘I've got good people around me.’ I feel 213 

good when that happens, I have to say.” (ID 8)  214 

 215 

Some people felt motivated knowing that they were receiving the “latest and greatest” compared 216 

to existing non-pharmacologic alternatives and that they were still cognitively able to assess the 217 

risks and benefits.  218 

 219 

“I’m, you know, cognitively up with what people are saying to me and what I can read 220 

about or have my wife read to me about. So, I’m still pretty confident and —how do I put 221 

this? I’m worth saving.” (ID 22) 222 

Respondents also described lecanemab as a stopgap until the development of more effective 223 

therapies. This was coupled with anxiety about whether receiving lecanemab would preclude 224 

them from future treatments. 225 

“The other thing that comes in is if you get on something, does it preclude the something 226 

better coming along? In the next two years you know, or whatever it is, that’s better. But 227 

because you’ve been on this or on this, you can’t do that. I don’t know how likely that is.” 228 

(ID 25) 229 

Some described feeling conflicted because they worried about tradeoffs (e.g., diminished quality 230 

of life from complications). Several raised concerns that lecanemab would have side effects like 231 

chemotherapy (e.g., nausea, hair loss) because both are infusions. 232 

 233 

“It’s because, you know, I’ve had so much trouble with drug reactions in my life that I’ve 234 

tried as best I can to stay off drugs and stay away from drugs. So, I’m real—would be 235 

really concerned about, I’d rather have like two good years with as clear a mind as I can 236 

have, rather than having three years, but being so affected by the drugs that I’m taking 237 

that it wouldn’t be worth the extra year.”  (ID 11) 238 

 239 

Individual traits and preferences, family factors, degree of trust in expertise influence, 240 

and sense of pressure or urgency influenced how people with AD balance risks and 241 

benefits in decision-making. 242 

 243 
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When asked to consider risks and benefits, some noted that their approach was rooted in their 244 

personal tendency to “look past the negatives”, rather than the specifics of anti-amyloid mAbs. 245 

For others, the perceived inevitability of decline without intervention helped them decide to 246 

accept treatment at any cost. 247 

 248 

“What do I have to lose? Is basically the way I look at it. I mean, even if it does cause 249 

problems for me, I'm headed that way already. I'm not—might be a different kind of 250 

problem. I don't care.” (ID 10) 251 

The complication of ARIA-H weighed on most participants’ minds. Although people with AD 252 

wanted more information on their individual risk, they felt that bleeding risk was not high and 253 

surmountable. Very few mentioned death as a potential outcome. 254 

 255 

“I just know that there’s things that could go bad, and I’m ready for that. I’d rather be able 256 

to get onto the drug and… I’d rather be able� on it. At least try it, and…  if I die, I die.” 257 

(ID 17) 258 

 259 

Costs, insurance coverage, and logistical hurdles also influenced willingness to pursue 260 

treatment. Some felt that infusions every two weeks would not affect their lifestyle, while others 261 

found this disruptive. People with AD likened the logistics of anti-amyloid mAbs to receiving 262 

chemotherapy for cancer.  263 

 264 

“It also goes with a medication that caused you to lose what you already have as far as 265 

your physicalness, your aliveness, those kinds of things. So if it’s a medication that’s 266 

going to maybe give you longer memory, but less life, that would make a difference.” (ID 267 

25) 268 

 269 

Family also influenced how people with AD weighed side effects and costs. Some described 270 

family members as being very supportive, while others described hesitation. Those whose 271 

desire for treatment conflicted with family members reminded them of their autonomy despite 272 

their declining cognition and again drew comparisons to cancer to address concerns. A few 273 

equated forgoing treatment with unnecessarily burdening family.  274 

“My [relative] has been wonderful about it. I think he has more worries about the risks 275 

than I do, partly because he’s like, ‘I’d rather have you even if you don’t know who I am 276 

anymore. I’d rather have you as long as I can.’” (ID2) 277 

People with AD voiced trust in expertise and felt that the medical team took their individualized 278 

risk and benefit into account. Faith in the drug approval process and their healthcare system 279 

also influenced decision-making.  280 

 281 

“I know that no doctor is perfect. I do honestly believe that they know a lot more about 282 

this than I do—in many ways. And I trust that they're very, very good. And that's the only 283 

way I know how to answer...I don't even think about it because I trust it. Unless 284 

something went wrong, then it might change... It's like I say, I feel like something 285 

happens that makes me lose that trust. That's hard to get back.” (ID 10) 286 

 287 

People with AD described a sense of pressure to accept treatment. Pressure came from family 288 

members, clinicians, or a sense of personal urgency to act now (versus waiting until they may 289 

not have a choice). 290 
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 291 

“I suppose I could wait later, but I also feel like the damage that is happening, I know at 292 

some point—I don’t wanna get to the point where I don’t have the choice anymore, 293 

right?” (ID 2) 294 

When making a final treatment decision, a small proportion indicated that they would decide 295 

alone, and a small proportion would make a group decision with family. The majority described 296 

gathering input from physicians and family but ultimately felt that the decision was theirs to 297 

make. 298 

 299 

“I will decide on my own—with agreement from the doctor. I'm certainly willing to listen to 300 

any concerns from my family member, but ultimately it is my body, my decision.” (ID 5) 301 

 302 

Ideal future state of knowledge and decision-making 303 

We also synthesized information that people with AD wanted to improve their knowledge and 304 

decision-making (Table 3).  305 

 306 

Discussion 307 

To our knowledge, this is the first study evaluating how people with AD understand and 308 

deliberate about anti-amyloid mAb treatment (Figure 1). People with AD sought out information 309 

to supplement knowledge from their physicians. They hoped that state-of-the-art treatment 310 

would forestall inexorable cognitive decline and bridge to more effective treatments. They were 311 

motivated by taking action that could buy more time, rather than passively letting nature take its 312 

course. Diminished quality of life due to side effects, costs and burdens of treatment were 313 

concerns. How people with AD balanced these tradeoffs was determined by personality, family, 314 

and confidence in expertise.  315 

Our findings help clarify a new stage in the dementia disease trajectory: decisions about 316 

disease-modifying therapy. Before effective therapies were developed, qualitative studies in 317 

people with AD focused on experiences and end-of-life care. Our findings have some 318 

similarities, including a shared desire for greater guidance from clinicians on expected disease 319 

course. Distinct from our findings, participants in prior studies focused on behavioral (versus 320 

pharmacologic) interventions and the need for more palliative care.18–21  Research examining 321 

decision-making for people with dementia focuses on moving to a nursing home and advance 322 

care planning. Some key facets overlap with our findings, like variation in perceptions of risks 323 

and benefits, emotional complexity, and desire for autonomy. 22,23 In a recent systematic review 324 

of 13 qualitative studies, true decisional autonomy was rare and confined to minor decisions, 325 

whereas it was nearly universal in our population with mild symptoms.24   326 

 327 

These results reveal the sensitivity and skill with which clinicians caring for people with 328 

dementia must approach conversations about treatment. Our results inform how communication 329 

strategies could be adapted for this need. Some participants had misconceptions about 330 

lecanemab’s benefits, and potential side effects were considered minor. Given the gravity of a 331 

dementia diagnosis, expressions of “unrealistic hope” may reflect normal coping or a lack of 332 

cognitive understanding.25,26 Some clinicians may be prone to overstating benefits and 333 

minimizing harms, while others focus on potential adverse sequelae.27 Our results also 334 

underscore the salience and complexity of emotions in treatment decisions for people with AD, 335 

such as grief over loss of identity and worries about burdening family. Evidence-based 336 

communication training could address these needs, including sharing personalized risks and 337 

benefits, naming uncertainty, using pictorials, creating space for questions, partnering in 338 

decision-making, and using empathy.28–32  339 
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 340 

Our findings also highlight that promoting informed decisions about anti-amyloid mAbs would 341 

benefit from incorporating messaging channels outside the clinic. External resources were 342 

important for people with AD. Heightened media attention to anti-amyloid mAbs may have led to 343 

passive exposure.33–35 Alternative resources may also have filled a vacuum while awaiting 344 

subspecialty appointments or when incomplete information was provided by clinicians, a 345 

phenomenon seen previously in dementia.18 Interestingly, no people with AD reported hearing 346 

about lecanemab through direct-to-consumer marketing, which is both common and can distort 347 

decision-making.36,37 Given patients’ multiple streams of information, interventions to provide 348 

education and decision-making support should use various modalities and start before and 349 

continue after interaction with the healthcare system. 350 

Patient-drawn parallels between lecanemab and chemotherapy raise potential opportunities to 351 

learn from oncology care models. This comparison is apt given the rapid transformation of AD 352 

care into a landscape not unlike oncology care. People with dementia who might previously 353 

have felt stigmatized and hopeless about their diagnosis may now identify with cancer patients 354 

who often have access to effective therapies and are valorized for their bravery.38 Clinicians 355 

caring for people with memory loss must now add responsibilities that are common among 356 

oncologists like in-depth side effect monitoring.39 Healthcare systems must now provide services 357 

common in oncology care, including helping people with dementia navigate complicated visit 358 

schedules. These commonalities suggest that oncology models could be adapted to support 359 

people with dementia, clinicians and healthcare systems in making informed, cost-conscious 360 

and goal-concordant decisions about anti-amyloid mAbs.40,41  361 

Limitations 362 

Our participants had some of the earliest access to anti-amyloid mAbs. These early adopters 363 

may not reflect all people with AD. For example, we identified consistent themes of self-efficacy, 364 

autonomy, and eagerness to start. Our findings could simply be interpreted as natural 365 

enthusiasm in response to relief from a devastating—and previously unmodifiable—diagnosis. 366 

Additionally, aspects of decision-making overlapped with those in previous studies in dementia, 367 

suggesting broader relevance.18–21 Our sample lacked racial and ethnic diversity. This is broadly 368 

in line with the population characteristics at memory care clinics.42 Our participants exhibited 369 

more educational, income and geographic diversity. Subsequent studies should examine 370 

whether our findings apply in settings with greater diversity. Moreover, this should serve as a 371 

call to action to improve equity in access, as we could only recruit from the subset of people 372 

referred for treatment consideration.  373 

 374 

Conclusions 375 

In this first qualitative study of front-line people with dementia considering treatment with anti-376 

amyloid mAbs, we found variation in hopes for treatment, information sought and obtained, and 377 

contextual factors in decision-making, supporting the need for an individualized approach. 378 

Identifying these features can help identify targets for interventions to improve individualized 379 

decision-making for anti-amyloid mAb treatment. 380 

 381 

Tables and Figures 382 

 383 

Table 1 Patient Characteristics 384 

 385 

Characteristic N=22 
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Characteristic N=22 

Age, mean (SD) 70 (10) 

Institution, n (%)  

    Massachusetts General Hospital 12 (55%) 

    University of Utah 10 (45%) 

Gender n (%)  

    Male 14 (64%) 

    Female 8 (36%) 

Orientation n (%)  

    Heterosexual or straight 22 (100%) 

Race n (%)  

    White 22 (100%) 

Ethnicity n (%)  

    Non-Hispanic 22 (100%) 

Geographic Location n (%)  

    Suburban 14 (64%) 

    Rural 6 (27%) 

    Urban 2 (9.1%) 

Religious Affiliation n (%)  

    Christian 16 (73%) 

    Agnostic 3 (14%) 

    Atheist 1 (4.5%) 

    Buddhist 1 (4.5%) 

    Prefer not to answer 1 (4.5%) 

Highest level of education obtained n (%)  
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Characteristic N=22 

    High School 1 (4.5%) 

    Some college 5 (23%) 

    Associate’s Degree 2 (9.1%) 

    Bachelor's Degree 7 (32%) 

    Master's Degree 4 (18%) 

    Doctorate Degree 3 (14%) 

Household Income n (%)  

    $30,000-59,999 1 (4.5%) 

    $60,000-99,999 7 (32%) 

    $100,000 or more 8 (36%) 

    Unsure/No Income 6 (27%) 

How ready do you feel to decide about treatment n (%)  

    Ready to make a decision 12 (55%) 

    Ready to make a decision but has more questions 5 (23%) 

    Not ready to make a decision  5 (23%) 

If you had to decide today about treatment n (%)  

    Yes to treatment 15 (68%) 

    Not sure, need more information 4 (18%) 

    No to treatment  3 (14%) 

 386 

Table 2 Additional Illustrative Quotations from People with AD by Theme 387 

Theme Illustrative quotation 

People with AD sought and obtained information from different sources 
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Theme Illustrative quotation 

Advocacy organizations, 
the Internet and the media 
as resources for self-study 
 

"I think we went to the conference in [city] the year before. And 
that was when they were going through the approval process and 
that was a big focus of the conference, so that pretty much made me 
more aware… it was kind of emphasizing how this was a new 
avenue to explore. And so that's what got me interested.” (ID 12) 

Variably detailed 
information from 
clinicians 
 

“It wasn’t until our local doctor here gave us a whole fistful, this 
little stack of articles that described what it was and how it worked 
and what are the complications, and what are some of the things 
that would make it difficult for me, like the distance. It was like an 
article from The New England Journal of Medicine and one from 
the American Medical Association. He’s one of these people that 
really keeps on top of things. I mean they were legitimate articles. 
Because he has access to all that kind of information through his—
he’s a [medical professional].” (ID 15) 

Motivating interactions 
with treated patients and 
informed family members 
 

“Our [family member] is… a [medical professional]. He runs the 
tests and all this, exactly this, but with younger people. And he’s 
been very helpful with phone calls and his network that he’s got 
fairly wide, going to conferences and things, talking with people. 
And has been instrumental.” (ID 25)  

Hopes, expected benefits, and the existential threat of dementia driving willingness and readiness 
to start anti-amyloid mAbs. 

Stalling, reversal or cure of 
cognitive decline 

 

“Obviously the hope is that it can stall this disease. At least I'd feel 
better if they could give us some kind of parameters around…You 
know, for somebody with your subtype, you know, what we're 
seeing thus far, it can stall it two years, three years.” (ID 5) 

Optimism drawn from 
mechanism of action and 
novelty compared to non-
pharmacologic options 
 

“I think the biggest selling point was this is the best there is. 
Nothing any better and this is the way we have to go, or should go, 
and I was all for that.” (ID 24) 

Stopgap until more 
effective therapy 

“I just made the decision that, for me, not only because of the 
immediacy of the potential help from lecanemab, but I don't know 
what’s gonna happen in the future... hopefully, this gives me more 
time to see if something else happens as well.” (ID 2) 

Motivated by desire to buy 
time for enjoyable 
activities, preserve 
independence, and do 
“something” vs nothing  
 

 “I feel like I could manage going forward with the capabilities that 
I've retained thus far to function fairly independently if needed. So, 
I'm in a good spot, so if we can stop it in its tracks, that would be 
wonderful.” (ID 5) 
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Theme Illustrative quotation 

Individual traits and preferences, family factors, degree of trust in expertise influence, and sense of 
pressure or urgency influenced how people with AD balance risks and benefits in decision-making. 
 

Impact of personality 
 

“I have the ability to pass over the negativity a bit. So my answer 
to that is I—when the negatives came up, I didn't listen very well…I 
think I kind of passed over it. I was really centered on the idea that 
I was going to get better. I let the rest—if there was any rest, I let it 
fly by. You know, being a man [in their 80’s] who is cognitively 
challenged is not all bad. You're kind of a funny old bastard 
wandering through life. And I kind of like being that. It's not that 
bad.” (ID 16)  

Perceived inevitability of 
decline 

“What do I have to lose? Is basically the way I look at it. I mean, 
even if it does cause problems for me, I'm headed that way 
already…might be a different kind of problem. I don't care.”(ID 10) 

Weighing side effects, costs 
and logistical burdens 

“Well, the biggest drawback is how much it's gonna cost. I don't 
know if I can afford it. My understanding was that there would be 
some, but I don't know what the price is and the cost—out of 
pocket. That will make—that's-that's a stop right there, if it's too 
high…That to me is the only thing that will possibly stop.” (ID 10) 
 

Importance of supportive 
families 
 

“How I rationalize that in my mind and then turn around and had a 
conversation with my husband, I said, ‘If I had breast cancer, 
nobody would question if I was going for chemotherapy tomorrow, 
but technically chemotherapy is a poison.’ And at some point long 
before we became conditioned to hearing about chemotherapy, it 
sounded big, bad, and scary too… once I kind of laid that scenario 
out about the chemotherapy, I think it kind of put everything into 
perspective and nobody's really said anything negative since.” (ID 
5) 

Trust in expertise  
 

“I feel, I gotta think the FDA has done its job. Like I think that you 
guys are, you know, have one of the-the best hospitals in the world 
and the best doctors. So if you're gonna have this disease, I think I 
have it at the right place with the right hospital, with the right 
doctors, with the right partner.” (ID 12) 

Family and physicians as 
sources of pressure 
 

“I kinda got the impression that he [the physician] was 
recommending it or that it would give me more years. Pushing it’s 
too strong a word, but that he was encouraging it in some way… I 
got the impression he was definitely pro doing the drugs. I don’t 
know if that’s based on good results he’s seen in patients or 
whether it’s just kinda the latest thing to try. The latest thing to do.” 
(ID 15) 
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Theme Illustrative quotation 

Making calculated risks 
and conscious tradeoffs 

I'm ready to do it, willing to do it…Is it a perfect world? Not 
always. But I'm fine with that. Calculated risk.” (ID 8) 

Sense of urgency to decide “I’m ready. ‘Cause I feel like the longer it takes, I feel like I lose 
more cognitive abilities. And so I’m anxious to get started in the 
hopes that this will slow everything down. Because once you lose 
what you lose, you don’t get it back.” (ID 6) 

Autonomy “I think it's a combination of two things. I'd like to talk to the 
doctor to understand what he or she knows and take that 
information with the family and say listen, there's no guarantees. 
But I honestly think that my family would say, ‘Go for it.’ Got 
nothin' to lose, really, in a sense." (ID 8) 

 388 

Table 3: Desired information and support for anti-amyloid mAb treatment decisions 389 

Desired information and support Representative quotation 

Personalized information on 
benefits 

“I need to know what the results of other patients are. And 
preferably other patients that fit my same general condition, 
age, that kind of stuff...” (ID 26) 

Personalized information on 
risks 

“Obviously, I wanna know how prevalent the bad side effects are. If 
it’s a little discomfort on getting the infusion, that’s not a problem. 
The things that I’m concerned about are the things that would 
either make it far worse or sooner than letting it run its course.” 
(ID 3) 

Detailed and personalized 
information on ARIA-H and its 

treatments 

“That sounds pretty drastic. It could be. I'd wanna know more 
about why... And if there can be blood in the brain, you know, is 
that—do I need an operation to get that fixed? Am I gonna die, or 
will that—is that normal? (ID 18) 

Updates on long-term outcomes 
from patients in the trials 

 

“I read about the studies and the results of their initial trials, but I 
guess I don't know if there's been any documentation or anywhere I 
should look for follow up information on what's been learned now 
to date. Not just from the initial study but what's been learned from 
circling back to those original patients. Like is it still stalled or did 
they have to do another course?” (ID 5) 

Testimonials from people with AD 
to give a “human face” to statistics 

 

“But in terms of, just kind of on a daily basis how it would help you 
out or not help you out. Not just the—’cause the-the stuff we read 
was all like statistics on, you know, improved this for so many 
months or weeks or a year or whatever. There was nothing 
personal about how people who’ve taken it actually reacted to it 
and how they felt about it.” (ID 15) 

Handout “Is there-are there papers? I don't wanna read all the big papers. 
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Desired information and support Representative quotation 

 But like is there a one or two side paper or something? It would be 
nice to have something like that from the doctors not the drug 
company.” (ID 4) 

Website 
 

“A website? You mean, like, that’ll give me information? Yeah. 
That would be helpful. Maybe to reassure�—the information, I 
guess, is the best.” (ID 17) 

 390 

 391 

Figure 1 Major Themes, Subthemes and Implications Identified in People with AD 392 

Undergoing Evaluation for Lecanemab Treatment 393 

 394 
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