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To explore patients' health value is beneficial for 
clinicians to maximize patient satisfaction, for decision 
makers to allocate scarce resources efficiently and for 
life science industry to generate a well-accepted 
product and maximize  their  benefit.  
 

Basal Cell Carcinoma accounts for 70-80% of all skin 
cancers and mainly its advanced form is responsible 
for the BCC treatment cost. The cost of non-melanoma 
skin cancers corresponds to 4.5% of the total  
cost of all cancers. This study aims to identify  
the health value of aBCC patients based on  
physicians’ experience.  
 

CONCLUSION 

ADVANCED BASAL CELL CARCINOMA (aBCC) PATIENTS’ HEALTH VALUE 
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CONTACT INFORMAYION  

Overview 

!

Qualitative; Interview with semi-structured questions 

Snowball Sampling + more frequent recommended KIP 

Key influenced physicians of dermatology, oncology 
and plastic surgery fields in Sweden 

APPROACH 

Cosmetic concern, confidence, cost/time and local/systemic 
symptoms endorsed by all groups of KIPs should be considered 
among the outcomes of aBCC treatment in the effectiveness, cost-
effectiveness studies and the future HRQOL measurement tools. 
However, these outcomes should be validated through a quantitative 
research prior to using in the clinical trials and HRQOL measurement 
tools.  
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Oncologists’ opinion about aBCC patients’ health value 
 

Dermatologists’ opinion about aBCC patients’ health value 
 

Psychological Impact Economic Impact Physical Impact 

Physical Impact Psychological Impact Economic Impact 

HRQOL 
 
 

HRQOL 
 

Surgeons’ opinion about aBCC patients’ health value 

Economic Impact Psychological Impact Physical Impact 
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QOL 
 

QOL 
 

-Pain  
-Numbness 
-Traumatization  
-Infection risk  
-Sever infection  
-Dermatitis 
-Burn 
-Bleeding 
-Healing problems  
-Flap rotation risk 
-Radiodermatitis 
 
 

-Motor 
difficulties 
-Movement 
impact 
-Losing 
organs 

Confidence Cosmetic 
Burden Functional 

Impact 
Family 

Disturbanc 
Local & 

Systemic 
Complication 

-Traumatization 
especially on the face 
-Look different 
-Psychological effect of 
deforming  
-Destroyed appearance 
-Redness 
-Scaring 
-Anxious about face and 
body mutilation 
-Awful years after 
reconstruction 
-Suffering 

 

-Get rid of 
tumour 
-Not knowing 
what happens 
-Worried about 
the treatment 
-Convincing 
difficulties 
operating large 
tumours 

Social 
Isolation 

-Not to disturb 
relatives to go to 
the hospital 
Psychological 
impact for family 
and relatives 
-Relatives’ worry 
and anxious 

Stigmatization -Several sessions 
-Problems of many 
visits like tiredness for 
elderly  
-Number of visits to the 
hospital for 
radiotherapy 
-Very heavy to take 
new surgery every 
month or every two 
months for Gorlin 
-Healing time 
 

Cost & Time 
Burden 

Hope Confidence Cosmetic 
Burden 

Family 
Disturbanc 

Cost and 
Time Burden 

-Bleeding 
-Ulceration 
-Fibrosis in elderly with 
radiation to head  
-Minor local side effects 
-Nerve damage 
-Infection 
-Skin inflammation 
-Mouth dryness 
-Serious complications in 
elderly 
-Tiredness 
-Osteoradiation in elderly  
-Nausea 
-Nutrition problem 
-Painful treatment 
-Harmfulness  
-Pain 
-Ulceration by eradiation 

-Disfiguring   
-Lots of stress due 
to amputation even 
in elderly 
-Afraid of surgery 
scar 
-Worried 
-The importance of 
visible parts even 
for elderly 
-Afraid of the 
outcome of the 
therapy 
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Local & 
Systemic 

Complication 

-To get rid of the 
tumour  
-To get rid of 
tumour as primary 
concern 
-High possibility of 
recurrence 
-High cure rate 
-Pathology report 
-Priority of efficient 
treatment for elderly 
-Harmfulness 
concern  

-Happy with some 
possible 
treatment without 
losing the organ 
-Alternative to 
avoid mutilating 
surgery 
-The only option 
for non-operable 
-Side effects 
before the effects 
-Possibility of 
shrinking the 
tumour 

-Family 
involvement in 
ulceration and 
bleeding care 

-Treatment duration 
-Long period of 
radiotherapy 
-Rapid treatment 
-Quick treatment as 
the main concern 
-Inconvenient to come 
several weeks for 
treatment 
-To come many times 
-No hospitalization 
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-Different 
appearance  
-Worried   
-Upset 
-No scar 
-Upsetting due to 
deformity 
-Difficult to handle 
psychologically 
-To cover it all the 
time for the rest of 
their life 

-Function 
 

-Pain 
-Healing 
problem 

Confidence Cosmetic 
Burden Functional 

Impact 
Local & 

Systemic 
Complication 

Cost & Time 
Burden 

-Getting rid of 
the tumour as 
the primary 
concern 
-Pathological 
examination 
-Anything left 
-Really radical 

-Healing time 
-Operated 
hundreds of 
times 
-Come 30 times 
for radiotherapy 

Manifest content analysis 

RESULTS 
Two themes Health Related Quality Of Life (HRQOL) 
and the Quality Of Life (QOL) of patients emerged 
during the analysis. Similar categories were come out 
in the interview with all groups of KIPs. However, 
some similarities and dissimilarities could be 
addressed within the sub-categories.  
 

HRQOL 
 

QOL 
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