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Table S2 Survey responses: Showing the overall distribution and numbers of dichotomised results in favour of the item from the different groups in intention-to-treat and per-protocol 
analysis. 

Themes/Items Overall Intention-to-treat 
control group 

Intention-to-treat  
intervention group  

Per-protocol Control 
group 

Per-protocol 
intervention group  

Theme: GP assessment of the contact 
between the Hospital 

N non-
missing 

N in 
favour of 
items (%) 

N non-
missing 

N in 
favour of 
items (%) 

N non-
missing 

N in 
favour of 
items (%) 

N non-
missing 

N in 
favour of 
items (%) 

N non-
missing 

N in 
favour of 
items (%) 

As a GP, I believe the information from 
ambulant notes and discharge summaries 
received from the department of 
oncology has met my requirements 

124 120(96.8) 68 65 (95.6) 56 55 (98.2) 83 80 (96.4) 41 40 (97.6) 

As a GP, did you experience direct 
contact or dialogue with the Department 
of Oncology 

117 44 (37.6) 62 11 (17.7) 55 33 (60.0) 77 18 (23.4) 40 26 (65.0) 

Theme: information from the Hospital to 
the GP 

               

As a GP, how do you assess the 
information regarding the planned cancer 
trajectory 

123 118(95.9) 68 65 (95.6) 55 53 (96.4) 82 79 (96.3) 41 39 (95.1) 

As a GP, how do you assess the 
information regarding the status of the 
cancer trajectory 

122 114(93.4) 68 61 (89.7) 54 53 (98.1) 82 75 (91.5) 40 39 (97.5) 

As a GP, how do you assess the 
information regarding Changes in the 
cancer patients medicine 

114 106(93.0) 65 59 (90.8) 49 47 (95.9) 77 71 (92.2) 37 35 (94.6) 

As a GP, how do you assess the 
information regarding how the cancer 
patient was informed about the intention 
of the treatment (curative/non-curative) 

111 101(91.0) 58 52 (89.7) 53 49 (92.5) 72 65 (90.3) 39 36 (92.3) 

As a GP, how do you assess the 
information regarding identifying 
problems and needs for rehabilitation 
and palliation for cancer patients 

112 95 (84.8) 63 54 (85.7) 49 41 (83.7) 76 64 (84.2) 36 31 (86.1) 

As a GP, how do you assess the 
information regarding suggestions to 

93 53 (57.0) 54 29 (53.7) 39 24 (61.5) 64 33 (51.6) 29 20 (69.0) 



general practice regarding tasks, they 
could initiate 
As a GP, how do you assess the 
information regarding who the 
department anticipate should take care 
or side effects and late complications.  

117 82 (70.1) 64 46 (71.9) 53 36 (67.9) 78 53 (67.9) 39 29 (74.4) 

Theme: GP own involvement in the 
trajectory 

               

As a GP, I have been involved in the 
patients' treatment choice 

124 14 (11.3) 68 8 (11.8) 56 6 (10.7) 83 10 (12.0) 41 4 (9.8) 

As a GP, I have been involved in the 
treatment regarding side effects or late 
complications 

124 17 (13.7) 68 9 (13.2) 56 8 (14.3) 83 11 (13.3) 41 6 (14.6) 

As a GP, I have been involved in the 
treatment of comorbidity 

124 44 (35.5) 68 22 (32.4) 56 22 (39.3) 83 28 (33.7) 41 16 (39.0) 

As a GP, I have been involved in handling 
the patient' anxiety and psychological 
concerns 

124 51 (41.1) 68 34 (50.0) 56 17 (30.4) 83 37 (44.6) 41 14 (34.1) 

As a GP, I have been involved in the 
patients' social problems 

124 28 (22.6) 68 16 (23.5) 56 12 (21.4) 83 17 (20.5) 41 11 (26.8) 

As a GP, I have been involved in 
rehabilitation 

124 28 (22.6) 68 16 (23.5) 56 12 (21.4) 83 18 (21.7) 41 10 (24.4) 

Theme: information from the Hospital to 
help the GP 

               

As a GP, I found the information from the 
department to help me manage side 
effect to cancer treatment 

118 57 (48.3) 62 31 (50.0) 56 26 (46.4) 77 35 (45.5) 41 22 (53.7) 

As a GP, I found the information from the 
department to help me manage the 
physical issues  

116 60 (51.7) 62 33 (53.2) 54 27 (50.0) 77 37 (48.1) 39 23 (59.0) 

As a GP, I found the information from the 
department to help me manage 
psychological issues 

117 53 (45.3) 64 28 (43.8) 53 25 (47.2) 78 33 (42.3) 39 20 (51.3) 

As a GP, I found the information from the 
department to help me manage social 
issues 

111 36 (32.4) 61 20 (32.8) 50 16 (32.0) 74 23 (31.1) 37 13 (35.1) 



 

As a GP, I found the information from the 
department to help me manage the 
treatment of comorbidity 

115 46 (40.0) 61 28 (45.9) 54 18 (33.3) 76 33 (43.4) 39 13 (33.3) 

As a GP, I found the information from the 
department to help me when I should 
inform the patient about the 
consequences of the diseases.  

118 62 (52.5) 63 35 (55.6) 55 27 (49.1) 78 40 (51.3) 40 22 (55.0) 

Theme: GP satisfaction with the 
distribution of task and roles 

               

As a GP, how satisfied are you, with the 
distribution of tasks and roles to identify 
the patients' needs 

122 111(91.0) 66 57 (86.4) 56 54 (96.4) 81 72 (88.9) 41 39 (95.1) 

As a GP, how satisfied are you, with the 
distribution of tasks and roles regarding 
initiatives practice could initiate 
concerning the patient trajectory 

117 74 (63.2) 62 32 (51.6) 55 42 (76.4) 77 41 (53.2) 40 33 (82.5) 

As a GP, how satisfied are you, with the 
distribution of tasks and roles of who 
should take care of side-effects and late 
complications 

121 91 (75.2) 66 48 (72.7) 55 43 (78.2) 81 59 (72.8) 40 32 (80.0) 

As a GP, how satisfied are you, with the 
distribution of tasks and roles of who 
should take care of comorbidity during 
cancer treatment 

118 88 (74.6) 64 46 (71.9) 54 42 (77.8) 79 56 (70.9) 39 32 (82.1) 

As a GP, how satisfied are you, with the 
distribution of tasks and roles regarding 
who the department anticipated should 
take care of social issues 

120 80 (66.7) 65 42 (64.6) 55 38 (69.1) 79 49 (62.0) 41 31 (75.6) 

As a GP, how satisfied are you, with the 
distribution of tasks and roles regarding 
who should take care of physical 
rehabilitation during cancer treatment 

121 89 (73.6) 65 44 (67.7) 56 45 (80.4) 80 54 (67.5) 41 35 (85.4) 

As a GP, how satisfied are you, all in all, 
with the distribution of tasks and roles 
between the department and general 
practices 

120 109(90.8) 65 58 (89.2) 55 51 (92.7) 80 71 (88.8) 40 38 (95.0) 


