Table S1. ePROM instruments implemented in the Catalan public healthcare system. (November, 2022 - November, 2024) 
	Thematic area 
	ePROM Name 
	ePROMs prescribed 
N (%)  
	Response rate (%)  
	Patient portal (%) 
	Implementation date 

	Addictions and substance use 
	AUDIT-C, Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test – Consumption (general population)  
	264,623 (33.5%)  
	81.8%  
	4.0% 
	19 Mar 2024 

	
	FTND, Fagerström Test for Nicotine Dependence (short)  
	23,505 (2.9%)  
	72.8%  
	8.7% 
	19 Mar 2024 

	
	FTND, Fagerström Test for Nicotine Dependence  
	6,467 (0.8%)  
	72.5%  
	8.1% 
	19 Mar 2024 

	
	AUDIT, alcohol use disorders identification test (general population)  
	1,353 (0.2%)  
	33.6%  
	18.7% 
	13 Dec 2023 

	
	ASSIST – Alcohol, Smoking and Substance Involvement Screening Test  
	469 (0.06%)  
	28.6%  
	57.5% 
	27 Jun 2024 

	
	AUDIT-C, Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test – Consumption (pregnancy)  
	73 (0.01%)  
	26.0%  
	21.1% 
	19 Mar 2024  

	
	AUDIT, Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test (pregnancy)  
	71 (0.01%)  
	16.9%  
	33.3% 
	30 Jun 2023 

	Endocrinology (Diabetes) 
	DD17, Diabetes Distress Scale - 17 items  
	597 (0.1%)  
	32.0%  
	73.8% 
	30 Jun 2023 

	
	HFS, Hypoglycaemia Fear Survey 
	76 (0.01%)  
	42.1%  
	100% 
	13 Dec 2023 

	Gastrointestinal 
	EAT-10, Eating Assessment Tool - 10 items  
	795 (0.1%)  
	68.6%  
	7.5% 
	8 Sep 2024 

	
	IBD-Control, Inflammatory Bowel Disease control questionnaire  
	69 (0.01%)  
	20.3%  
	64.3% 
	8 Sep 2024 

	
	Stoma-QoL, quality of life questionnaire for ostomy patients  
	44 (0.01%)  
	38.6%  
	82.4% 
	28 Sep 2023 

	General quality of life 
	EQ-5D-5L, EuroQol 5 Dimensions 5 Levels   
	106,441 (13.5%)  
	76.8%  
	18.7% 
	15 Nov 2022 

	Geriatrics 
	GDS-5, Geriatric Depression Scale (5 questions)  
	30,702 (3.9%)  
	79.8%  
	3.1% 
	13 Dec 2023 

	
	GDS-SF (Yesavage): Geriatric Depression Scale - Short Form (Yesavage)  
	377 (0.04%)  
	60.7%  
	8.3% 
	19 Mar 2024 

	Intimate partner violence 
	PVS, Partner Violence Screen scale 
	3,056 (0.4%)  
	68.2%  
	5.6% 
	19 Mar 2024 

	Medication adherence 
	ARMS, Adherence to Refill and Medication Scale  
	488 (0.06%)  
	34.0%  
	23.5% 
	13 Dec 2023 

	Mental health and emotional well-being 
	SWEMWBS, Short Warwick-Edinburgh Mental Well-being Scale  
	41,067 (5.2%)  
	79.1%  
	18.3% 
	19 Mar 2024 

	
	PHQ-9, depression scale 
	31,241 (3.9%)  
	69.2%  
	17.4% 
	15 Nov 2022 

	
	GAD-7, generalized anxiety disorder scale  
	28,740 (3.7%)  
	69.9%  
	22.5% 
	15 Nov 2022 

	
	WEMWBS, Warwick-Edinburgh Mental Well-being Scale  
	2,607 (0.3%)  
	63.2%  
	30.3% 
	30 Jun 2023 

	
	ISI, Insomnia Severity Index 
	567 (0.1%)  
	67.7%  
	36.7% 
	27 Jun 2024 

	
	DME-E, emotional distress scale of patients with advanced illness  
	310 (0.04%)  
	45.8%  
	86.6% 
	28 Sep 2023 

	
	DME-C, emotional distress scale of the primary caregiver of patients with advanced illness  
	75 (0.01%)  
	16.0%  
	83.3% 
	28 Sep 2023 

	Musculoskeletal – Arthritis and Osteoarthritis 
	WOMAC, knee and hip osteoarthritis questionnaire  
	25,174 (3.2%)  
	79.2%  
	14.4% 
	30 Jun 2023 

	
	PURE-4, Psoriatic arthritis Uncluttered screening Evaluation  
	268 (0.03%)  
	53.0%  
	25.4% 
	30 Jun 2023 

	Nutrition and physical activity 
	PREDIMED, adherence to Mediterranean diet questionnaire (PREvención con DIeta MEDiterránea)  
	18,841 (2.4%)  
	76.2%  
	16.3% 
	13 Dec 2023 

	
	IPAQ, International Physical Activity Questionnaire  
	5,938 (0.8%)  
	68.9%  
	34.7% 
	30 Jun 2023 

	Oncology 
	EPIC-26, Expanded Prostate Cancer Index Composite  
	61 (0.01%)  
	6.6%  
	75.0% 
	13 Dec 2023 

	Pain, disability and mobility 
	RoMorris, Roland-Morris, lumbar pain disability assessment scale  
	38,084 (4.8%)  
	78.8%  
	17.2% 
	30 Jun 2023 

	
	SPADI, Shoulder Pain And Disability Index  
	26,360 (3.3%)  
	76.7%  
	13.2% 
	30 Jun 2023 

	
	NPQ, Northwick Park Neck Pain Questionnaire  
	19,797 (2.5%)  
	77.6%  
	16.8% 
	30 Jun 2023 

	
	DHI, Dizziness Handicap Inventory 
	193 (0.02%)  
	28.5%  
	41.8% 
	28 Sep 2023 

	
	SF-MPQ, McGill Pain Questionnaire  
	37 (<0.01%)  
	46.0%  
	3.6% 
	28 Sep 2023 

	Palliative care 
	ESAS-r, Edmonton Symptom Assessment System-revised questionnaire  
	1,280 (0.2%)  
	44.6%  
	7.7% 
	28 Sep 2023 

	Perceived social support 
	Oslo-3, Oslo Social Support Scale 
	85,122 (10.8%)  
	85.6%  
	5.4% 
	19 Mar 2024 

	Pregnancy and postpartum 
	EPDS, Edinburgh Depression Scale (postpartum)  
	256 (0.03%)  
	66.4%  
	25.3% 
	28 Sep 2023 

	
	EPDS, Edinburgh Depression Scale (pregnancy)  
	127 (0.02%)  
	52.0%  
	16.7% 
	28 Sep 2023 

	
	GAQ-P, Questionnaire for a Physically Active Pregnancy  
	4 (0.00%)  
	25.0%  
	100% 
	27 Jun 2024 

	Urology 
	IPSS, International Prostate Symptom Score  
	19,940 (2.5%)  
	69.0%  
	12.5% 
	15 Nov 2022 

	
	SF-ICIQ, Short Form International Consultation on Incontinence Questionnaire  
	3,866 (0.5%)  
	74.9%  
	64.7% 
	13 Dec 2023 

	
	IIEF-5, International Index of Erectile Dysfunction 
	133 (0.02%)  
	52.6% 
	44.3% 
	30 Jun 2023 


ePROM Name: The official name of the electronic Patient-Reported Outcome Measure; ePROMs prescribed: Number of ePROMs prescribed and percentage of prescriptions for each ePROM relative to the total number of ePROMs prescribed; Response rate (%): Response rate as the percentage of completed responses relative to the number of prescriptions for each specific ePROM; Patient portal (%): Percentage of completed ePROMs that were answered through the patient portal, relative to the total number of responses for each specific ePROM; Thematic area: thematic focus addressed by the ePROM; Implementation Date: The calendar date on which the ePROM became available for clinical use.



Table S2. Professional characteristics and ePROM prescription intensity among healthcare professionals (November, 2023 – October, 2024)  
	 Variable 
	Professionals 
N (%)
	No. of ePROMs per professional 
Median [IQR], min-max

	Sex (n: 10,295)1 
Female  
Male 
 
	  
8,565 (83.2%)
1,730 (16.8%)
 
	 
12 [3-48], 1-2,937
8 [2-34], 1-1,366

	 Age (n: 10,291) 
≤ 29 years 
30 – 39 years 
40 – 49 years 
50 – 59 years 
≥ 60 years 
 
	  
1,370 (13.3%)  
2,582 (25.1%) 
3,018 (29.3%) 
2,442 (23.7%) 
879 (8.6%) 
	12 [3-43], 1-1,533  
11 [3-53], 1-1,670  
13 [3-53], 1-1,533  
12 [3-41], 1-2,937  
8 [2-31], 1-766 

	Years of professional experience2 (n: 9,435) 
Newcomer (0 – 4 years) 
Early Career (5 – 14 years) 
Consolidated (15 – 24 years) 
Senior (25 – 34 years) 
Veteran (≥ 35 years) 
 
	 
1,414 (14.9%) 
2,654 (28.1%) 
2,644 (28.0%) 
1,985 (21.0%) 
738 (7.8%) 
	 
7 [2-26], 1-1,173 
12 [3-42], 1-1,670 
12 [3-44], 1-2,937 
11 [3-41], 1-863 
8 [2-29], 1-1,320 
 

	Professional category (n: 8,356) 
Nursing 
Physician 
Dietitian and Nutritionist 
Physiotherapist 
ECWR 3  
Healthcare Senior Technician 
Others 4 
 
	 
5,832 (69.8%) 
2,106 (25.2%) 
129 (1.5%) 
119 (1.4%) 
116 (1.4%) 
29 (0.4%) 
25 (0.3%) 
 
	 
16 [5-54], 1-2,937 
5 [2-19], 1-1,670 
109 [45-222], 1-987 *
290 [125-564], 1-1,366 *
190 [75-305.5], 1-1,049 *
14 [3-107], 1-712 
15 [3-91], 1-317 
 

	Care setting (n: 11,094) 
Primary care 
Hospital care 
Long-term care services 
Others 5 
 
	 
10,874 (98.0%) 
119 (1.1%) 
27 (0.2%) 
74 (0.7%) 
  
	 
13 [3-56], 1-2,937 *
2 [1-6], 1-240 
3 [1-10.5], 1-130 
2 [1-6], 1-613 
 

	Territorial socioeconomic index (TSI) (n:10,978) 
Very low (≤ 85) 
Low (86 – 95) 
Medium (96 – 105) 
High (106 – 115) 
Very high (≥ 116) 
 
	  
1,573 (14.3%) 
2,470 (22.5%) 
3,316 (30.2%) 
2,508 (22.8%) 
1,111 (10.1%) 
	  
11 [3-49], 1-1,371 
13 [3-59], 1-1,624 
13 [3-59], 1-2,937 
12 [3-47], 1-1,537 
16 [3-67.5], 1-1,315 
 

	Rurality (n: 10,509) 
Urban area 
Rural area 
	 
7,577 (72.1%) 
2,932 (27.9%) 
 
	 
13 [3-56], 1-2,937 
15 [4-68], 1-1,670 *
 


1 n: Number of professionals with available data for the corresponding variable; 2 Years of professional experience: Estimated from years since professional registration (official licensing date), used as a proxy for professional experience; 3 ECWR: Emotional and Community Wellbeing Referent;  4 Others (Professional category): Pharmacist, Speech and language therapist, Dental/Foot care, Podiatrist, Occupational therapist; 5 Others (Care Setting): Intermediate care, Out-of-hospital care, Mental health 
* Comparisons that were statistically significant after multiple-comparison correction and had a large effect size compared with other categories (Cliff’s delta). Detailed results of Dunn’s tests and effect size estimates for all pairwise comparisons are provided in Supplementary Table S3.


Taula S3. Pairwise comparisons and Cliff’s delta effect sizes for characteristics associated with prescription intensity
	Variable
	Group comparison
	p-value 
(test specified in footnotes)1
	Cliff’s delta (δ)
	Effect size magnitude

	Age 
	≤29 – ≥60
	0.0030
	0.088
	Negligible

	
	≤29 – 30–39
	1.0000
	-0.021
	Negligible

	
	≤29 – 40–49
	0.2440
	-0.042
	Negligible

	
	≤29 – 50–59
	1.0000
	-0.001
	Negligible

	
	≥60 – 30–39
	< 0.0001
	-0.110
	Negligible

	
	≥60 – 40–49
	< 0.0001
	-0.133
	Negligible

	
	≥60 – 50–59
	< 0.0001
	-0.093
	Negligible

	
	30–39 – 40–49
	1.0000
	-0.019
	Negligible

	
	30–39 – 50–59
	1.0000
	0.022
	Negligible

	
	40–49 – 50–59
	0.0681
	0.044
	Negligible

	Professional experience 3
	Consolidated – Early Career
	1.0000
	0.009
	Negligible

	
	Consolidated – Newcomer
	< 0.0001
	0.137
	Negligible

	
	Early Career – Newcomer
	< 0.0001
	0.127
	Negligible

	
	Consolidated – Senior
	1.0000
	0.014
	Negligible

	
	Early Career – Senior
	1.0000
	0.005
	Negligible

	
	Newcomer – Senior
	< 0.0001
	-0.124
	Negligible

	
	Consolidated – Veteran
	< 0.0001
	0.115
	Negligible

	
	Early Career – Veteran
	0.0001
	0.105
	Negligible

	
	Newcomer – Veteran
	1.0000
	-0.025
	Negligible

	
	Senior – Veteran
	0.0005
	0.101
	Negligible

	Professional category
	Dietitian & Nutritionist – ECWR 4
	1.0000
	-0.176
	Small

	
	Dietitian & Nutritionist – HST 5
	0.0023
	0.429
	Medium

	
	Dietitian & Nutritionist - Nursing
	< 0.0001
	0.537
	Large

	
	Dietitian & Nutritionist - Others
	0.0019
	0.459
	Medium

	
	Dietitian & Nutritionist - Physician
	< 0.0001
	0.705
	Large

	
	Dietitian and Nutritionist - Physiotherapist
	0.2311
	-0.407
	Medium

	
	ECWR – HST 
	< 0.0001
	0.556
	Large

	
	ECWR - Nursing
	< 0.0001
	0.646
	Large

	
	ECWR - Others
	< 0.0001
	0.579
	Large

	
	ECWR - Physician
	< 0.0001
	0.771
	Large

	
	ECWR - Physiotherapist
	1.0000
	-0.290
	Small

	
	HST - Nursing
	1.0000
	0.054
	Negligible

	
	HST - Others
	1.0000
	0.026
	Negligible

	
	HST - Physician
	0.0447
	0.299
	Small

	
	HST - Physiotherapist
	< 0.0001
	-0.674
	Large

	
	Nursing - Others
	1.0000
	-0.016
	Negligible

	
	Nursing - Physician
	< 0.0001
	0.297
	Small

	
	Nursing - Physiotherapist
	< 0.0001
	-0.734
	Large

	
	Others - Physician
	0.2252
	0.269
	Small

	
	Others - Physiotherapist
	< 0.0001
	-0.692
	Large

	
	Physician - Physiotherapist
	< 0.0001
	-0.819
	Large

	Care setting
	Hospital - Long-term care 
	1.0000
	-0.108
	Negligible

	
	Hospital - Others
	1.0000
	-0.017
	Negligible

	
	Hospital - Primary care
	< 0.0001
	-0.487
	Large

	
	Long-term care - Others
	1.0000
	0.080
	Negligible

	
	Long-term care - Primary care
	0.0018
	-0.402
	Medium

	
	Others – Primary care
	< 0.0001
	-0.473
	Medium

	Territorial socioeconomic index (TSI)
	High TSI – Low TSI
	0.0431
	-0.047
	Negligible

	
	High TSI – Medium TSI
	0.1795
	-0.036
	Negligible

	
	Low TSI – Medium TSI
	1.0000
	0.011
	Negligible

	
	High TSI – Very High TSI
	0.0058
	-0.072
	Negligible

	
	Low TSI – Very High TSI
	1.0000
	-0.024
	Negligible

	
	Medium TSI – Very High TSI
	0.7644
	-0.036
	Negligible

	
	High TSI – Very Low TSI
	1.0000
	0.000
	Negligible

	
	Low TSI – Very Low TSI
	0.1153
	0.047
	Negligible

	
	Medium TSI – Very Low TSI
	0.3896
	0.036
	Negligible

	
	Very High TSI – Very Low TSI
	0.0147
	0.072
	Negligible

	Sex
	Male – Female 
	< 0.0001
	0.102
	Negligible

	Rurality
	Rural  - Urban
	0.0009
	0.416
	Medium


1 For variables with more than two groups, p-values are adjusted using Dunn’s post-hoc test with Bonferroni correction. For dichotomous variables, p-values are obtained from the Mann–Whitney U test; 2 Effect sizes (Cliff’s delta) were calculated and interpreted according to: negligible (|δ| < 0.147), small (0.147 ≤ |δ| < 0.33), medium (0.33 ≤ |δ| < 0.474), and large (|δ| ≥ 0.474).  3 Years of professional experience: Estimated from years since professional registration (official licensing date), used as a proxy for professional experience; 4 ECWR: Emotional and Community Wellbeing Referent; 5 HST: Healthcare Senior Technician




Taula S4. Patient completion measures according to patient characteristics and number of prescribed ePROMs.
	
	1 ePROM prescribed
	2 ePROM prescribed
	3-5 ePROM prescribed
	≥ 6 ePROM prescribed
	Total population

	 Variable 
	Population
N (%)
	Median 
RR 2
	% Responders 3
	Population
N (%)
	Median RR 2
	% Responders 3
	Population
N (%)
	Median RR 2
	% Responders 3
	Population
N (%)
	Median RR 2
	% Responders 3
	% Responders 3

	Sex (n: 376,011)5
Female  
Male 
 
	
134,509 (53.7%)
116,148 (46.3%)

	
100
100

	
94.3%
94.0%
	
42,963 (59.5%)
29,244 (40.5%)
	
100
100
	
68.0%
61.6%
	
29,508 (66.4%)
14,934 (33.6%)
	
100
75
	
56.9%
49.5%
	
6,590 (75.7%)
2,115 (24.3%)
	
83.3
71.4
	
52.5%
46.3%
	
82.5%
83.4%

	 Age (years) (n: 376,011) 
Children (≤ 14 y.) 
Young adults (15–29 y.) 
Adults (30–49 y.) 
Middle-aged adults (50–64 y.) 
Seniors (65 – 79 y.) 
Older Seniors (≥ 80 y.)
 
	
915 (0.4%)
20,230 (8.1%)
48,661 (19.4%)
62,723 (25.0%)
68,846 (27.5%)
49,282 (19.7%)
	
100
100
100
100
100
100

	
96.4%
93.2%
93.6%
93.8%
94.1%
95.5%
	
193 (0.3%)
4,114 (5.7%)
14,441 (20.2%)
20,419 (28.3%)
20,301 (28.1%)
12,739 (17.6%)
	
100
100
100
100
100
100
	
56.0%
56.3%
66.7%
69.2%
65.3%
61.1%
	
91 (0.2%)
1,890 (4.3%)
9,184 (20.7%)
14,188 (31.9%)
13,121 (29.5%)
5,968 (13.4%)
	
80
75
100
100
80
75
	
54.9%
47.2%
56.5%
58.4%
53.9%
44.8%
	
4 (0.0%)
353 (4.1%)
1,956 (22.5%)
3,369 (38.7%)
2,435 (28.0%)
588 (6.8%)
	
87.5
66.7
75.6
83.3
82.3
77.8
	
75%
40.2%
49%
53.3%
51.4%
49.1%
	
86.7%
83.5%
82.6%
82.5%
82.5%
84.3%

	AMG index6 (n: 361,565) 
Baseline risk 
Low risk 
Moderate risk 
High risk 
Very high risk 
 
	
46,975 (19.4%)
76,320 (31.6%)
75,587 (31.3%)
32,397 (13.4%)
10,510 (4.3%)
	
100
100
100
100
100

	
93.6%
93.6%
94.4%
95.3%
95.6%
	
9,390 (13.6%)
21,891 (31.6%)
25,010 (36.1%)
9,958 (14.4%)
2,979 (4.3%)
	
100
100
100
100
100
	
58.5%
66.0%
67.8%
64.4%
62.3%
	
4,395 (10.4%)
13,818 (32.6%)
17,051 (40.2%)
5,650 (13.3%)
1,477 (3.5%)
	
80
100
100
80
66.7
	
51.6%
56.4%
55.8%
50.3%
39.7%
	
731 (9.0%)
2,776 (34.0%)
3,608 (44.2%)
919 (11.3%)
123 (1.5%)
	
75
81.8
83.3
75
69.2
	
46.6%
50.6%
51.4%
49.0%
40.7%
	
84.7%
82.8%
82.2%
82.9%
83.1%

	Patient socioeconomic status (ISS)7 (n:361,823) 
High
Medium 
Low 
Very low 
 
	

2,516 (1.0%)
90,887 (37.6%)
101,341 (41.9%)
47,250 (19.5%)
	

100
100
100
100

	

94.9%
94.1%
94.0%
94.5%
	

470 (0.7%)
25,939 (37.4%)
28,719 (41.5%)
14,138 (20.4%)
	

100
100
100
100
	

57.4%
66.5%
64.4%
64.8%
	

172 (0.4%)
16,160 (38.1%)
17,629 (41.6%)
8,442 (19.9%)
	

70.8
100
80
80
	

44.2%
56.5%
53.2%
52.3%
	

31 (0.4%)
3,158 (38.7%)
3,452 (42.3%)
1,519 (18.6%)
	

75
83.3
77.8
75
	

48.4%
52.7%
49.2%
47.7%
	

82.8%
82.2%
82.9%
83.1%

	Care setting (n:417,051) 
Primary care 
Hospital care 
Long-term care services 
Others 8 
 
	
277,756 (99.7%)
326 (0.1%)
201 (0.1%)
213 (0.1%)
	
100
0
100
100

	
87.3%
46.0%
89.6%
66.7%
	
81,324 (99.5%)
268 (0.3%)
81 (0.1%)
72 (0.1%)
	
100
50
100
50
	
58.9%
46.3%
50.6%
37.5%
	
47,414 (99.6%)
113 (0.2%)
29 (0.1%)
37 (0.1%)
	
80
50
66.7
60
	
51.2%
37.2%
27.6%
29.7%
	
9,168 (99.5%)
44 (0.5%)
2 (0.0%)
3 (0.0%)
	
75
42.2
66.7
16.7
	
48.5%
20.5%
50.0%
0.0%
	
76.9%
43.3%
73.5%
55.4%

	Rurality (n:361,822) 
Urban
Rural

	
173,435 (71.3%)
68,558 (28.3%)
	100
100
	
94.3%
93.9%
	
49,994 (72.2%)
19,272 (27.8%)
	
100
100
	
64.9%
66.2%
	
30,407 (71.7%)
11,996 (28.3%)
	
100
80
	
54.4
53.9
	
5,638 (69.1%)
2,522 (30.9%)
	
83.3
75.0
	
51.8%
46.7%
	
83.0%
82.8%


1  Total population: values computed across the entire cohort, irrespective of the number of ePROMs prescribed (non-stratified).  2 RR: Response rate is calculated as (Number of completed ePROMs / Number of prescribed ePROMs) × 100 for each patient. 3 Responder is defined as a patient who completed ≥80% of the ePROMs prescribed. 4 Odds Ratio (95% CI): unadjusted bivariate odds ratio for being a responder, relative to the reference category (OR = 1.00). 5 n: Number of patients with available data for the corresponding variable; 6 Adjusted Morbidity Groups (AMG) index; 7 Individual Socioeconomic status (ISS) is determined by pharmaceutical co-payment categories: High (> €100,000 annual income), Medium (€18,000–100,000), Low (< €18,000), and Very low (co-payment exempt); 8 Others (Care Setting): Intermediate care, Out-of-hospital care, Mental health.










Taula S5. Patient-managed digital completion according to demographic, socioeconomic, clinical, and implementation-related characteristics.
	 Variable 
	% Patient portal users 1

	Sex (n: 358,000)2
Female  
Male 
 
	
9.2%
7.4%

	 Age (years) (n: 358,000) 
Children (≤ 14 y.) 
Young adults (15–29 y.) 
Adults (30–49 y.) 
Middle-aged adults (50–64 y.) 
Seniors (65 – 79 y.) 
Older Seniors (≥ 80 y.)
 
	
3.5%
7.7%
12.8%
12.4%
5.7%
2.6%

	AMG index 3 (n: 344,233) 
Baseline risk 
Low risk 
Moderate risk 
High risk 
Very high risk 
 
	
8.2%
10.6%
8.9%
5.2%
3.4%

	Individual socioeconomic status 4 (n:367,537) 
High 
Medium 
Low 
Very low 
 
	
8.4%
11.2%
7.7%
5.4%

	TSI 5 (n: 329,778)
Very low (≤ 85)
Low (86 – 95) 
Medium (96 – 105) 
High (106 – 115) 
Very high (≥ 116) 

 
	
7.7%
6.7%
9.2%
11.0%
9.7%

	ePROMs prescribed (n: 367,537)
 1ePROM
2 ePROMs
3-5 ePROMs
≥ 6 ePROMs

	
3.2%
13.6%
23.4%
41.5%

	Rurality (n:344,470) 
Urban
Rural

	
9.0%
7.5%


1 Patient portal user was defined as a patient who completed at least one ePROM through the patient portal 2 n: Number of patients with available data for the corresponding variable; 3 Adjusted Morbidity Groups (AMG) index; 4 Individual socioeconomic status is determined by pharmaceutical co-payment categories: High (> €100,000 annual income), Medium (€18,000–100,000), Low (< €18,000), and Very low (co-payment exempt); 5 Territorial socioeconomic index 
