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Abstract 
 
 
Background: Mounting evidence from randomized controlled trials have shown that antibiotics can be a 
safe and effective treatment for appendicitis. Patients and surgeons must work together to choose the 
optimal treatment approach for each patient based on their own preferences and values. We developed a 
novel decision support tool (DST) to facilitate shared decision making for appendicitis. The effect of this 
DST on decisional outcomes remains unknown.  
 
 
Methods: We conducted an online randomized field test in at-risk individuals comparing the DST to a 
standard infographic as a control. Individuals were randomized 3:1 to the DST (intervention) or 
infographic (control). The primary outcome was the total decisional conflict scale (DCS) score measured 
before and after exposure to the DST. Secondary outcomes included between-group DCS scores, and 
between group comparisons of the acceptability of DST or infographic.   
 
 
Results: 180 individuals were included in the study after quality control checks. Total DCS scores 
decreased significantly after viewing the DST (59.0 to 14.6, p<0.001) representing movement from a state 
of high to low decisional conflict. Individuals exposed to the DST reported higher acceptability ratings 
(3.7 vs. 3.3, p<0.001) and had more individuals who would completely agreed that they would be willing 
to try antibiotics (45% vs. 21%, p=0.008).   
 
 
Conclusions: The novel appendicitis DST significantly decreased decisional conflict in this online 
randomized field test. Users rated the tool as highly acceptable and expressed increased willingness to 
consider antibiotics as a treatment approach after viewing it. 
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Introduction 

Appendicitis is a common acute condition typically treated with surgery (appendectomy). Recently, 

several randomized controlled trials have demonstrated the safety and efficacy of using antibiotics to treat 

appendicitis.(1–5) In particular, the Comparison of Outcomes of Antibiotic Drugs and Appendectomy 

(CODA) trial found similar outcomes for the two treatments in terms of patient-reported quality of life at 

30 and 90 days, and similar time to symptom resolution. However, surgery and antibiotics differ with 

respect to many outcomes that may be important for patients, such as the risk of needing future 

procedures, number of days of work missed, and risk of occult malignancy. Furthermore, patients and 

clinicians may prioritize outcomes differently.(6) As a result, appendicitis treatment decisions are both 

highly preference-sensitive and ripe for strong shared decision making between patients and clinicians. 

 

Given these factors, as well as the time-pressure frequently surrounding treatment decisions (i.e., in the 

emergency department between patients and clinicians without long-standing relationships), there is a 

need for better tools to support informed shared decision making. Unfortunately, few such resources exist. 

Therefore, using the results from the CODA trial, we developed an appendicitis decision support tool 

(DST) (www.appyornot.org). The DST consists of an informational video and an interactive decision aid 

to help patients with appendicitis understand differences in outcomes between surgery and antibiotics, and 

pick the one that best aligns with their preferences and values. 

 

Here we describe the results of an online randomized field test of the DST versus a standard infographic. 

The goals of the field test were to assess the effect of the DST on decisional outcomes among an at-risk 

population of US adults.  

 

Methods 
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Study Population 

We utilized Amazon’s Mechanical Turk (MTurk) crowdsourcing platform to test the DST in a simulated 

at-risk population of American adults (≥ 18 years old). Participants did not actively have appendicitis but 

represented an at-risk population since appendicitis is one of the most common acute surgical conditions 

in the United States, and the typical age range of participants in our group’s prior MTurk studies(6,7) has 

matched participants from the CODA trial. Participants were required to have an MTurk approval rating ≥ 

95% and were excluded from the study if they had previously had appendicitis or were employees of the 

University of Washington. Participants provided demographic information during the survey and 

completed an objective numeracy scale.(8) The University of Washington institutional review board 

considered this study exempt. Individuals were paid $5 for participation.  

 

Description of Intervention and Control 

Participants were randomized in a 3:1 ratio to an intervention versus control arm, respectively. In the 

intervention arm, participants were exposed to the DST consisting of both an informational video and 

interactive patient decision aid. In the control arm, participants were exposed to a previously published 

infographic describing the results of the CODA trial (http://becertain.org/coda-infographic), which 

provided basic information, but not the detailed discussions, comparisons, and value-clarification 

activities present in the DST. Since participants were not directly interacting with medical providers, we 

could not use “usual clinical care” for the control arm. 

 

Outcomes 

The primary outcome was the total score on the decisional conflict scale (DCS) in a pre-post analysis in 

the intervention arm. The DCS (9,10) is a validated instrument for measuring decisional conflict and has 

been used in numerous studies of decision-support interventions.(11) The DCS has several subscales that 

speak to different dimensions of the decision-making process that may contribute to decisional conflict 

including: feeling informed, values clarity, feeling uncertain, feeling supported, and making an effective 
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decision. We considered these to be explanatory factors of the primary outcome that provide additional 

detail in order to understand the dimensions of decisional conflict that the intervention may effect. The 

DCS and its subscales are scored on a 100-point scale with lower scores representing less decisional 

conflict. Scores over 37.5 are typically considered to reflect very high decisional conflict associated with 

feeling unsure.(10,12) Secondary outcomes included between-arm comparisons of the DCS, as well as 

between-arm comparisons of decision aid acceptability (measured on a 4-point scale) and perceptions of 

trust and accuracy in the information (5-point scale). To remove questions not applicable to our online 

field test design, we used a modified version of the DCS that excluded the Support subscale and a 

question about “sticking with my decision” from the Effective Decision subscale. Scores were re-scaled 

appropriately on the 100-point scale as per instructions in the DCS User Manual.(10) 

 

Study Quality Control 

We implemented several quality control methods including a Completely Automated Public Turing Test 

to Tell Computers and Humans Apart (CAPTCHA) test, an attention-check question at the end of the 

survey, and manual review of survey responses for duplicate MTurk IDs. Furthermore, to ensure that 

participants viewed the entire DST, we required participants in the intervention arm to enter a passcode 

displayed at the end of the DST to advance in the survey. 

 

Results 

Overall, 194 individuals completed the survey and passed quality control checks. 14 participants reported 

or were unsure about a prior diagnosis of appendicitis and were excluded from the analysis (1 in the 

control arm, 13 in the intervention arm). Among 180 participants in the final analysis, demographic 

characteristics were well-balanced between study arms (Table 1). Prior to participating in this study, the 

majority of individuals in both arms knew that appendicitis was commonly treated with surgery (87.5% in 

control arm, 90.2% in intervention arm, p=0.81) and the minority were aware that antibiotics were an 

option to treat appendicitis (12.5% in control arm, 6.1% in intervention arm, p=0.27). 
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DCS scores decreased after viewing the DST (Table 2), reflecting a movement from a very high to a low 

state of decisional conflict.(10) In particular, average DCS total scores decreased from 59.0 to 14.6 

(p<0.001). DCS scores significantly decreased across all subscales (Table 2) indicating that the DST 

effectively addressed multiple areas of decisional conflict. Participants also scored higher on an objective 

knowledge test of information relevant to the decision after viewing the DST (3.4 vs. 2.0 out of 5, 

p<0.001).  

 

There was no significant difference in baseline DCS or knowledge scores between the intervention or 

control arms. After exposure to the DST or control infographic, mean acceptability ratings (3.7 vs. 3.3 out 

of 4, p<0.001) as well as perceived trust in (4.5 vs. 4.3 out of 5, p=0.02) and perceived accuracy of (4.7 

vs. 4.4 out of 5, p=0.005) the information was significantly higher for the DST. Total DCS and subscale 

scores were lower for the DST compared to the control (Table 3), but this difference was not statistically 

significant except for the effective decision subscale (13.8 vs 20.1, p=0.02). Notably, the range of effect 

sizes (defined as the mean difference divided by the pooled standard deviation) range from 0.09 to 0.39 

for the DCS and its subscales – values that were in the range of those typically seen in formal randomized 

trials of decision support interventions.(10,11)  

 

Participants were asked a series of questions about their opinions regarding the use of antibiotics and 

surgery for treating appendicitis after viewing either the DST or control infographic (Table 3). 

Significantly more participants in the intervention arm thought that it was a good idea to treat appendicitis 

with antibiotics (71% vs 48%, p=0.011) and agreed that it was safe to treat appendicitis with antibiotics 

(97% vs. 79%, p<0.001), while similar proportions agreed that it was safety to treat appendicitis with 

surgery (97% vs. 92%, p=0.18). Participants exposed to the DST also had stronger agreement that 

antibiotics would work for them if they had appendicitis (77% vs. 65%, p=0.036) and indicated a 

willingness to try antibiotics (77% vs. 73%, p=0.008). While more participants in the DST arm stated 
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they would choose antibiotics to treat appendicitis in the proposed scenario, this difference was not 

statistically significant (50.8% vs. 37.5%, p=0.16) 

 

 

Discussion 

This paper reports the results of an online field-test of a novel DST for acute appendicitis. It shows that 

compared to a standard infographic, the DST significantly decreased decisional conflict and achieved 

higher acceptability, trust, and accuracy ratings. Several points are notable. 

 

First, the DST achieved high acceptability ratings compared to the infographic, while requiring much 

more time to view and providing more complex and nuanced numerical information. These are strong 

preliminary signals about feasibility that suggest patients could find the DST usable in a clinical 

environment, and in turn support future clinical testing. 

 

Second, the DST moved DCS scores by a large magnitude in the intended direction, from a region of high 

decisional conflict to low decisional conflict. In particular, the scores for the values-clarity and informed 

DCS subscales were very low after viewing the DST, indicating its effectiveness in these two key areas. 

These effects are particularly notable given differences between this simulated environment and real 

clinical environments, in which individuals would view the DST in the context of discussions with a 

healthcare provider. In the absence of that context, our findings highlight the DST as a potentially 

effective intervention for improving decisional outcomes even in settings where surgical consultation and 

detailed in-person discussion may not immediately available. Though differences were not statistically 

significant, the DCS was lower in the intervention versus control arm and effect sizes were in the range of 

those often seen in studies of DSTs.(10,11)  

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted November 9, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.09.21265975doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.09.21265975


Compared to those viewing the control infographic, participants viewing the DST indicated stronger 

agreement that antibiotics are a safe option for treating appendicitis. This finding is particularly salient 

given that like populations from other studies, individuals in our sample recognized surgery as the widely 

accepted treatment for appendicitis. Thus, the DST served as an effective intervention to inform patients 

and increase their comfort about antibiotics a new alternative. Notably, we observed this effect for the 

DST without concomitant perceptions that the tool biased decisions toward either surgery or antibiotics. It 

is possible that the DST increased trust and accuracy ratings among participants, which in turn increased 

their willingness to consider an alternative treatment option. 

 

Study limitations include sample size, at-risk but not actively ill population, and use of an infographic in 

place of usual clinical care in the control arm. The infographic may have biased toward null difference 

between arms given that it included more information than typically provided in many clinical 

interactions. This study was also not designed or powered to detect differences of this size between study 

arms.  

 

In conclusion, this new DST for acute appendicitis decreased decisional conflict, was highly acceptable to 

users, and encouraged consideration of antibiotics as a new treatment approach. These results are 

promising and support the testing of this novel DST and its effect on clinical decision making among 

patients suffering from acute appendicitis. 
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Table 1: Participant Characteristics 

Variable Level Control Intervention p-value 
  n = 48 n = 132  

Age (Mean(SD))  38.46 (10.41) 40.40 (11.80) 0.316 
Sex    0.214 
 Female 17 (35.4) 54 (40.9)  
 Male 30 (62.5) 78 (59.1)  
 Prefer not to say 1 (2.1) 0 (0.0)  
Gender Identity    0.214 
 Female 17 (35.4) 54 (40.9)  
 Male 30 (62.5) 78 (59.1)  
 Other 1 (2.1) 0 (0.0)  
Racial Identity    0.675 

 
Black/African 
American 3 (6.2) 10 (7.6)  

 East Asian 3 (6.2) 8 (6.1)  
 Multiple identities 2 (4.2) 5 (3.8)  
 Other 0 (0.0) 3 (2.3)  
 South Asian 1 (2.1) 2 (1.5)  
 Unknown 1 (2.1) 0 (0.0)  
 White 38 (79.2) 104 (78.8)  
Ethnicity    0.58 
 Hispanic/Latino/Latinx 3 (6.2) 5 (3.8)  

 
Non-
Hispanic/Latino/Latinx 44 (91.7) 126 (95.5)  

 Prefer not to say 1 (2.1) 1 (0.8)  
Education Level    0.361 
 2-year College Degree 4 (8.3) 13 (9.8)  
 4-year College Degree 21 (43.8) 57 (43.2)  
 Graduate Degree 7 (14.6) 9 (6.8)  
 High School / GED 6 (12.5) 23 (17.4)  
 Some College 9 (18.8) 28 (21.2)  
 Some High School 0 (0.0) 2 (1.5)  
 Unknown 1 (2.1) 0 (0.0)  
Insurance    0.606 

 
Employer-Provided 
Insurance 25 (52.1) 56 (42.4)  

 Government 2 (4.2) 3 (2.3)  
 MediCAID 5 (10.4) 17 (12.9)  
 MediCARE 2 (4.2) 10 (7.6)  
 Not Insured 8 (16.7) 18 (13.6)  
 Other 2 (4.2) 4 (3.0)  
 Private Insurance 4 (8.3) 24 (18.2)  
Employment Status    0.144 
 Employed full-time  32 (66.7) 84 (63.6)  
 Employed part-time  6 (12.5) 17 (12.9)  
 Prefer not to say 1 (2.1) 0 (0.0)  
 Retired 0 (0.0) 5 (3.8)  
 Self-employed 6 (12.5) 21 (15.9)  
 Student 2 (4.2) 0 (0.0)  

 
Unemployed (looking 
for work) 1 (2.1) 4 (3.0)  

 
Unemployed (not 
looking for work) 0 (0.0) 1 (0.8)  

Annual Household Income    0.385 
 <$25,000 8 (16.7) 20 (15.2)  
 >$100,000 9 (18.8) 12 (9.1)  
 $25,000 - $50,000 12 (25.0) 43 (32.6)  
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 $50,001 - $75,000 13 (27.1) 33 (25.0)  
 $75,001 - $100,000 5 (10.4) 23 (17.4)  
 Prefer not to say 1 (2.1) 1 (0.8)  
Before taking this survey, 
did you know that 
appendicitis is commonly 
treated with surgery?  42 (87.5) 119 (90.2) 0.812 
Before taking this survey, 
did you know that it is 
possible to treat appendicitis 
with antibiotics?  6 (12.5) 8 (6.1) 0.266 
Objective Numeracy (mean 
(SD)), max score = 3  2.38 (0.87) 2.33 (0.81) 0.725 
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Table 2: Pre vs. Post exposure comparisons in the group who viewed the decision support tool  

 
Pre-Exposure to DST 

(Mean (SD)) 
Post-Exposure to DST 

(Mean (SD)) 
p-value 

Knowledge 1.98 (1.01) 3.42 (0.76) <0.001 
DCS Total 59.06 (22.60) 14.57 (13.06) <0.001 
DCS Informed 
Subscale 52.21 (18.90) 11.43 (11.67) <0.001 
DCS Values Clarity 
Subscale 60.23 (27.58) 13.32 (13.69) <0.001 
DCS Uncertainty 
Subscale 67.11 (27.19) 19.76 (19.74) <0.001 
DCS Effective 
Decision Subscale 56.69 (26.04) 13.76 (14.38) <0.001 

 

*DCS = Decisional Conflict Scale 
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Table 3: Between Arm Comparisons of post-exposure outcomes 

Outcome Levels Control Intervention p-value 
  n = 48 n = 132  

Proportion who would 
choose antibiotics (n 
(%))  18 (37.5) 67 (50.8) 0.159 
Mean Acceptability 
rating out of 4 (mean 
(SD))  3.33 (0.60) 3.70 (0.48) <0.001 
Do you think the 
presentation of data 
was slanted?    0.313 
 Antibiotics 2 (4.2) 13 (9.8)  
 Balanced (no slant) 43 (89.6) 115 (87.1)  

 
Surgery 
(appendectomy) 3 (6.2) 4 (3.0)  

How accurate does the 
information you were 
provided about 
appendicitis treatment 
seem to you?  4.40 (0.54) 4.66 (0.55) 0.005 
How much would you 
trust the information 
you were provided 
about appendicitis 
treatment if it was 
given to you?  4.29 (0.65) 4.55 (0.63) 0.02 
Knowledge (Mean (SD)) 3.31 (0.72) 3.42 (0.76) 0.412 
DCS Total  (Mean (SD)) 18.06 (15.76) 14.57 (13.06) 0.136 
DCS Informed 
Subscale (Mean (SD)) 12.50 (12.51) 11.43 (11.67) 0.593 
DCS Values Clarity 
Subscale (Mean (SD)) 16.32 (16.84) 13.32 (13.69) 0.224 
DCS Uncertainty 
Subscale (Mean (SD)) 23.26 (20.48) 19.76 (19.74) 0.298 
DCS Effective 
Decision Subscale  (Mean (SD)) 20.14 (20.33) 13.76 (14.38) 0.02 
Do you think it is a 
good idea to treat 
appendicitis with 
antibiotics? 

   0.011 

    No 9 (18.8) 17 (12.9)  
    Not Sure 16 (33.3) 21 (15.9)  
    Yes 23 (47.9) 94 (71.2)  
It is safe to treat 
appendicitis with 
antibiotics 

   <0.001 

 Completely disagree 1 (2.1) 0 (0.0)  
 Moderately Disagree 3 (6.2) 2 (1.5)  
 Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 
6 (12.5) 1 (0.8)  

 Moderately Agree 26 (54.2) 69 (52.3)  
 Completely Agree 12 (25.0) 60 (45.5)  
It is safe to treat 
appendicitis with 
surgery 

   0.177 

 Completely disagree 1 (2.1) 0 (0.0)  
 Moderately Disagree 0 (0.0) 1 (0.8)  
 Neither Agree nor 3 (6.2) 3 (2.3)  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted November 9, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.09.21265975doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.09.21265975


Disagree 
 Moderately Agree 16 (33.3) 60 (45.5)  
 Completely Agree 28 (58.3) 68 (51.5)  
If I had appendicitis, 
antibiotics would 
work to treat it 

   0.036 

 Completely disagree 1 (2.1) 1 (0.8)  
 Moderately Disagree 7 (14.6) 4 (3.0)  
 Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 
9 (18.8) 26 (19.7)  

 Moderately Agree 26 (54.2) 74 (56.1)  
 Completely Agree 5 (10.4) 27 (20.5)  
If I had appendicitis, I 
would be willing to try 
antibiotics 

   0.008 

 Completely disagree 3 (6.2) 4 (3.0)  
 Moderately Disagree 9 (18.8) 16 (12.1)  
 Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 
1 (2.1) 11 (8.3)  

 Moderately Agree 25 (52.1) 41 (31.1)  
 Completely Agree 10 (20.8) 60 (45.5)  
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