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	1: Aim
	The aim of PPIE was to include the patient’s perspective not only in this article, but as an integral part throughout the development of the strategic working group, the surveys, and PPIE activities conducted at OUH during 2021-2024 – which form the basis for this study.  The study provides a joint perspective on all activities. It is therefore a natural continuation to include the patient’s perspective throughout this article and as co-authors. 
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	2: Methods
	No validated methods have been used. The strategic working group and the authors of this article have used a dialogical approach throughout. The surveys have been developed at meetings in the strategic working group where the two patient representatives have taken part on equal footing with the remaining research representatives. For this article the author group has met both as a group and in smaller groups and commented on article drafts both orally and in writing. 
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	3: Study Results
	The patient representatives took part in developing questions, interpreting results, and discussing findings on equal footing with the rest of the team. The patient representatives especially had comments about the results and the description of the development of the working group activities. Beyond this, we cannot comment on what outcomes PPIE have had, as it was a group effort, and not an add on with a before and after result. 
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	4: Discussion and Conclusions
	Same as above. Additionally, discussing the entire survey and interpreting results with patient representatives gives another dimension to the study. One representative made an informal investigation into accessibility to research unit webpages and found that not one unit had published their lay summaries. The rest of the research group learned what it is like to be outside the research environment trying to obtain knowledge. – it’s almost impossible! 
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	5: Reflections/Critical perspective
	The writing process of the manuscript could have been more inclusive from the start. We could have sent Danish manuscripts and bullets around in the group earlier, rather than sending larger chunks of text for commenting in the whole group. 
We had major problems being able to give the two patient representatives remote access to the raw survey data. The data was located on a secure server, which was not possible to gain access to, as they were not employed by the hospital. We tried with hospital email addresses and affiliations, but we had to give up and ended up only being able to share anonymized data which was already grouped. 
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