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The PROPr and QLU-C10D are more responsive to change than
the EQ-5D-5L in cancer patients

Background

Health state utility (HSU) scores value health states from <0 (worse
than death) to 1 (full health)
Application in health economics for calculation of quality-adjusted
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Conclusion

The PROPr and QLU-C10D performed better in terms of responsiveness to
improvement and test-retest reliability than the EQ-5D-5L. This evidence
supports their use in cost-effectiveness analyses.
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Figure 1: SRM and 95%-Cl in subgroups of change - prospective
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Score

+ PROPr
+ QLU-C10D
* EQ-5D-5L

AUROC (95%-Cl)

Positive change Negative change
PROPrF 0.68(0.65-0.71)  0.68 (0.65-0.71)
QLU-C10D 0.69 (0.66-0.73)  0.68 (0.65-0.71)
EQ-5D-5L 0.62(0.59-0.65)  0.62(0.59-0.66)

Test-retest reliability (ICC) (95%-Cl)

PROPF 0.86 (0.83-0.88)
QLU-C10D 0.81(0.77-0.84)
EQ-5D-5L 0.78 (0.74-0.81)

Table Tand 2: AUROC and Test-retest reliability - prospective



