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INTRODUCTION SUMMARY

’ fjﬁ;‘sg‘fﬁﬁagfg (RWD) are valuable for drug development and regulatory o Clinjcians face complex and restrictive policies when providing care which impacts receipt of

e However, heterogeneity in insurance coverage by payer can impact drug guideline-recommended treatments for neutropenia and nausea and vomiting

utilization and is often not considered in RWD studies. | e Future work should explore It the relationships identified impact clinical outcomes including persistence and survival
e This study leverages two novel measures of insurance coverage of supportive

medications for oncology treatment-related toxicities to characterize the

relationship between payer policies and drug utilization in RWD cancer cohorts. RESULTS
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