Epinephrine Via Needle-Free Device Would Be Administered Faster After Symptoms:
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RATIONALE RESULTS = A needle-free epinephrine device was perceived as easier/less complicated and less painful to use; the lack of a needle = 81% of total respondents said they would have a likelihood of 7 or greater (on a 10-point scale) of administering
would eliminate fear of harm errors (e.g. striking bone or accidental intravenous injection). (Figure 4) a needle-free epinephrine device faster when needed. (Figure 6)

= Intramuscular epinephrine is the first-line of treatment for severe allergic reactions.! However, patients and = Average time between symptom development and device use was 8.8 minutes. When respondents were presented

caregivers often hesitate before using an epinephrine injectable device, potentially endangering themselves or with a needle-free delivery device concept for administering epinephrine, the estimated time to use was reduced to = 76% of patients said they would have a greater chance (7+ out of 10) of having a needle-free epinephrine
e chi : : : - : 2 4.9 minutes. The reduction in time before use was similar between caregivers (46%) and patients (43%). (Figure 1) device with them. (Figure 6
their child because progression of an allergic reaction can be quick and unpredictable. Figure 4: Impact on Motivation to Use a Needle-Free Epinephrine Device Sooner (Fig )
=  The time people wait before device use, what triggers use, and reasons for hesitation are not understood. Insight
was sought regarding time to device use after symptom development and how that might change if a needle-free . . . . :
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