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Properties of the major utility instruments
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Correlation between instruments

(unadjusted)

AQolL HUL Il 15D EuroQoL SF-36
HUI I 162
15D 821 799
EuroQolL 751 653 760
SF36 utility 133 664 741 7.25
Mean | 167 | 715 | 175 (22 716

Notes:
Population, Outpatient and Ward cases, N = 906 - 968
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Case study

Health HUI-3 EuroQol
Dimension

Fhysical Walks without difficulty = Mo problems walking around

health Full use of hands and
and mobility fingers

Unable to see well even < > )
with glasses .
Some hearing difficulty
Activities of Bathes, eats and dresses No problems with personal
daily living normally care
Mo problems perfarming
usual activities
Bodily pain, Moderate pain, cccasionally Moderate pain or discomfort
General disturbing normal activities
Health Health rated as fair
Social No problems with
function communicating
Emational Occassionally fretful, angry Mot anxious or depressed
and or depressed
mental health Somewhat forgetful, but
able to think clearly

SF-36: 0.14 (0.74)

AVERAGE
HEALTH
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AQoL and EQ5D
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Scattergrams of Instrument Scores
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Rsq = 0.5297

AQoL

Note: All informants, Unadjusted scores, 18 Wildly Inconsistent cases trimmed
Note: All informants, Unadjusted scores, 18 wildly inconsistent cases trimmed
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HUI Il = 1.0
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EuroQoL =1.0
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Regression coefficients:
TTO dependent = Self TTO

Predictor Variable B Coeff R Square

AQoL 0.429 0.204
HUI 3 0.386 0.166

15D 1.096 0.289
EuroQol 0.308 0.119
SFED Utility 1.344 0.238
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Table 2 Dimensions included in five utility instrument

Dimensions AQoL PsyQoL EQb5D 15D SF6D  HUI I
‘Within the Skin’

1. Mobility

2. Physical ability/vitality
3. Pain

4. Senses

5. Bodily care

6. SWB/satisfaction

7. Depression/Anxiety

8. Cognitive ability

9. Memory

Handicap

1. Social function

2. Family role

3. Work function

4. Activities of daily living

* *% * * *%
*%
*

5. Communication

6. Emotion

7. Intimacy/Isolation

8. Sexual relationships
9. Medical aids use
10. Medical treatment

Indicate the number of items used in calculation of utility scores.
Source: Hawthorne G, Richardson J and Day NA 2001, ‘A comparison of the assessment of quality of life (AQoL)
with four other generic utility instruments’, Annals of Medicine, vol 33, no 5, pp 358-370p 363
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