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e Study design: Two-part qualitative inferview comprising (1) confent confirmation through a concept-elicitation exercise CLDEQ-8 Concept-elicitation exercise Cognitive debriefing exercise Referen
and (2) cognitive debriefing of the CLDEQ-8 (NCT05548491) elrerences
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o The qualitafive interview occurred within 14 days of the screening visit by trained personnel, in person or virtually

o The qualitafive interview was based on a hylbrid concept elicitation and cognitive debriefing inferview guide, which ‘
iINncluded open-ended questions used to encourage spontaneous responses and good qualitative data
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e Objectives: (1) Understand the sympftoms associated with CLD and the impacts these have on the lives of people who
experience CLD and concomitant MGD, and (2) assess the content validity of the CLDEQ-8

Captures the frequency and late- Used fo assess saturation and confirm Used to evaluate the performance of Good Publication Practice guidelines and was funded by Azura Ophthalmics.
e Eligibility: Adults (=18 years) who had evidence of MGD (based on a meibomian gland secretion score of <12 for 15 glands day infensity of ocular sympfoms CLDEQ-8 content; includes a general CLDEQ-8; focused on the partficipants’
of the lower lid) in both eyes at screening; had a history of wearing soft CL for >6 months, including >3 weeks before the (eye discomfort, eye dryness, and discussion about the parficipant’s perceptions of the CLDEQ-8 content Disclosures
screening visit, and wore or atfempted to wear CL >4 fimes a week before the screening visit; answered "No” fo “Are you changeable/blurry vision) and experience with CLD, followed by validify, Including: each item’s clarity, R.L Chalmers:
able to comfortably wear your lenses as long as you want?”; self-reported history of CL dryness/intolerance in the 6 months fhe frequency of coping behaviors more in-depth discussion about each inferpretation, understanding, and Consultant: Alcon Research, Azura Ophthalmics, CooperVision, Johnson & Johnson Vision
preceding screening; and had a CLDEQ-8 score of >12 at screening* (need to close the eyes and early CL symptom and impact reported ease; the appropriateness of the format, Y. Alster:
removal), using a 2-week recall period? response scales, and recall periods; and Owner, employment, stock options, and patent: Azura Ophthalmics
o CL could be used during the study. overall CLDEQ-8 comprehensiveness C. Bosworth:
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