Appendix 1 - Supplementary Material
Methodology and participants 
The main recommendations and conclusions reached in this work are the result of an analysis conducted in three phases (Table 19), carried out by a multidisciplinary panel composed of three coordinators and ten specialist practitioners.
Table 19: Project Phases.
	Phase 1. Definition of the content sections
	· Correlation between randomised clinical trials and actual practice.
· Medical history and initial clinical evaluation.
· Laboratory and imaging tests.
· CVR evaluation and prophylaxis strategies.
· CV targets in ponatinib candidate patients.
· Multidisciplinary approach and collaboration.
· Management of CV issues.
· Dose adjustment.
· Managing Interactions.
· Lifestyle and patient education.

	Phase 2. Review of the evidence 
	· Review of the evidence and working meeting: debrief and discussion. 
· Deriving the main assertions from the evidence.

	Phase 3. Consensus 
	· Drawing up of the Delphi questionnaire by the coordinators.
· The panel of experts' validation of the recommendations using the Delphi two-round methodology.


Table 1: Details of the sample of researchers participating in the Delphi questionnaire.
	
	Mean±SD
	Median (p25-p75)
	Minimum - maximum

	Age (years)
	41.9±6.5
	44.5(37-47)
	30-49

	Years of experience
	14.5±5.3
	17(9-19)
	7-20

	Autonomous regions

Andalusia

Castilla y León

Catalonia

Madrid

Valencia

Galicia

Murcia
	1
1
1
4
1
1
1

	Specialty
Cardiology
Hospital Pharmacy
Haematology and Haemotherapy
Internal Medicine
Angiology and Vascular Surgery
	2
1
5
1
1


SD: Standard Deviation.
The degree of agreement or disagreement was assessed using the Likert 9-point scale (1=Full disagreement, 9=Full agreement) where disagreement is represented by 1 to 3, neither disagreement nor agreement by 4 to 6 and agreement by 7 to 9.
For each item, was studied in which tertile is the median value, and subsequently what percentage of responses is in that tertile. If more than two thirds of the answers are in this tertile, it is considered that there is agreement, and when more than one third is outside this range there is disagreement.

If there is agreement, we mean that there is consensus. If more than two-thirds of the answers are in this tertile, it is considered that there is agreement, and disagreement when more than one third is outside this range.

The internal consistency of the questionnaire was assessed using Cronbach's alpha, both for the overall questionnaire and for each section. 
