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» Shared decision-making (SDM) supports patient-
centered care by aligning treatment with patient
preferences and values.

* Develop a standardized and rigorous approach for
measuring SDM in MEPS.

Figure 1. Charles et al. SDM framework*
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» Patient and provider * Prioritize efforts to create contemporary theoretical
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» A consistent and reliable method for measuring SDM decis %
ccision-making. across diverse population subgroups within MEPS.

IS crucial for accurately assessing its impact on
health outcomes across diverse populations.

* The Medical Expenditure Panel Survey (MEPS) has
been used to examine the relationship between SDM
and patient outcomes.

* The measurement of SDM in MEPS lacks
comprehensive evaluation, indicating a need for

Table 1. Summary of Approaches to Measure Shared Decision Making in the Medical Expenditure Panel Survey (n=17)
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Limitations

* The review was limited to English-language studies
Indexed in PubMed, Scopus, and Embase.

« Studies outside of the MEPS were excluded, which
may reduce the generalizablility of findings to other

further refinement. . . 6 . Patient-Provider . L
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