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Appendix
Table 2 Focus Group Guide
1. Tell me about your experience using a robotic exoskeleton, devices that help people with spinal cord injury walk.
a. Why did you/do you choose to use a robotic exoskeleton?
b. Who did you talk to?
c. What kind of support did you have?
d. What went into your decision-making experience?

2. Show video clips of several robotic exoskeletons. Add information regarding donning and doffing, weight of exoskeleton, batteries, of each of the types of
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