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Abstract

Health-related quality of life is one’s perceived status of life in value systems and cultural
settings where they dwell in and in relation to their aspirations, expectations, ideals and fears.
Diabetes has always been seen as a disease of affluence but over the years it is increasingly
becoming a problem in developing countries. Globally, approximately 1.5 million deaths that
occurred in 2012 due to diabetes, 80% of the deaths occurred in the developing nations. There
is an increasing problem of non-transmittable diseases in Sub-Saharan Africa region which has
brought a change in lifestyles like smoking, physical inactivity and unhealthy diet. Such non-
communicable diseases include cardiovascular diseases, neuropathies & renal disorders which
are commonly associated as the complications for diabetes mellitus. Measuring the extent an
illness has affected health is of significance to the care and management of those individuals
with chronic diseases whose remedy is not likely and since they require long-term management
and care. Quality of life has a multivariate approach as it highlights information on bodily
health, emotional health, functional and social health spheres of an individual's view of the
extent their health has been affected. This measure, therefore, provides holistic care for an
individual with diabetes mellitus. This study seeks to solely look at how the wellness of
individuals with diabetes mellitus is affected. The research adopted a cross-sectional
descriptive design. 165 respondents were selected through systematic random sampling. The
researcher used logistic regression whereby patient’s characteristics like foot problem
(aOR7.348; p=0.005) and numbness/pain in hands/legs/feet (aOR=0.155; p<0.001) were
associated with low quality of life. Over half of the study participants 127 (77%) indicated that
their health-related quality of life would be better without diabetes mellitus as depicted by a
diabetes specific QoL mean score of-1.88 approximating to “much better” (-2). The overall
mean ADDQoL AWI score (-4.48) indicated that the health-related quality of life of the
patients was negatively impaired by type two diabetes mellitus. Among the 19 domain specific
items, the study participants rated “sex life” as the most negatively impacted/ important (WI=
-5.14). In conclusion, type two diabetes mellitus negatively affected the quality of life and
diabetes neuropathy which featured as foot problem and numbness of hands/feet needs to be
considered as a predisposing factor to low quality of life in diabetics. Care provided should go
beyond the standard treatment that looks into how treatment, lifestyle & behavioral
modifications affect daily functioning and well-being of patients thus focusing more on the
individual patient’s context and ultimately improving the health-related quality of life of type

two diabetes mellitus patients.
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Introduction
Diabetes mellitus is a long term, progressive, non-transmittable disease that ensues when the

pancreas either cannot excrete sufficient insulin or when the human cells are insensitive to the
insulin produced by the pancreas. Over the years, diabetes has been associated with lifestyle
modifications like physical inactivity, unhealthy diet, and obesity which can lead to
complications associated with cardiovascular risks and renal disorders. This, in turn, reduces

the quality of life and life expectancy in people with diabetes (39).

Over 280 million people have diabetes mellitus globally with this statistic expected to increase
to about 400 million by the year 2030, with the biggest population being in the developing
countries. In every 5 people living with diabetes in developing countries, 4 of them are men

and women who are breadwinners of their families (28).

The effects of Diabetes go beyond the individual as they also affect families, societies, national
productivity and have socio-economic effects, which in the developing countries co-exist with

other diseases like cardiovascular diseases (39).

The National Diabetes strategy 2015-2020 in Kenya indicates that the occurrence of diabetes
in the adult population is 4.56% (750,000 persons) and 20,000 deaths annually. Moreover, this
is likely not to be the true picture as 60% of individuals diagnosed with diabetes in Kenya go

to health facilities with unconnected complaints (23).

The social, bodily and emotional facets of health of an individual that are affected by the
person's values, hopes, and experiences are highlighted by the measure of their quality of life.
It is then of significance for health care workers to recognize the bodily, social and emotional
domains impacted by a chronic illness such as diabetes (16). Furthermore, the negative impact
it has on the social domain, life expectancy and academic performance, ultimately affects their

quality of life which is decreased by micro-vascular plus macro-vascular complications (16).

Assessment of one’s well-being in the context of health is increasingly becoming a significant

end result measure of treatment and health interventions in patients with long-term illnesses

(11).

Current care of diabetic patients focuses on treatment and how drugs can prolong their life span

leaving out on the impact diabetes has socially, emotionally and financially (16).
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Health is completeness in the physical, emotional and social health and not merely the lack of
an illness or disability. For an individual to be healthy in all these aspects their well-being needs
to be evaluated by measuring improvement in the extent to which his/her wellbeing has been
affected by an illness (39). Healthcare researchers and workers consider this assessment as an
indicator of not only evaluating the effect of chronic diseases on the lives of patients but also
in measuring the efficiency of health interventions and treatment programs (14). Furthermore,
individuals with diabetes mellitus are susceptible to premature aging, physical inactivity and
weight gain in addition to debilitating complications of diabetes mellitus, negatively affecting

their quality of life (14).

A lot of the literature on this subject of interest is from advanced countries Vis a Vis in
developing countries where little is known. In addition, there is better healthcare provision in
advanced countries rather than in developing countries where disability due to diabetes is

associated with other morbidities (34).

Materials and Methods

Study design
A cross-sectional descriptive research design was used to describe what is happening at the

current moment or specific point in time. This design was adopted as it sought to highlight
differences between or association among the variety of study subjects (diabetic patients). The
independent variables included socio-demographic and health-related characteristics (patient
characteristics) which the researcher sought to find out how they were associated with either

low/ high health related quality of life (dependent variable) in type 2 diabetes mellitus patients.

Study population
They included all the patients with T2DM on follow up at the outpatient diabetic clinic at Moi

County referral hospital in Taita-Taveta County. The facility receives a minimum of 90 patients

monthly in the out-patient diabetic clinic.

Sample & sampling technique
Calculation of desired sample size was by use of the Yamane formula. The study adopted a

confidence interval of 95% and a sampling error of 0.05. The population size (P) was

approximately 281 quarterly a year and e is 0.05
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1 +P(e)?
| S} ) S
1 +281 (0.05)?
p= 165 patients
p=sample size  P=population size  e= level of precision
To cover for non-response, the sample size was be adjusted by using the following formula:
Adjusted Sample size = Effective sample size

(1- Non response rate anticipated)

= 165

(1-0.1)

0.9

= 183 patients (The researcher had an adjusted sample size of 199 after

data collection from which 165 respondents were picked as the viable sample size)

Sampling technique
Systematic random sampling was used whereby every K patient was selected. In this research

every 2" patient who came into the diabetic clinic was selected to be part of the sample size.
The patients were assigned numbers and then randomly chosen by use of a sampling interval
of 2. The sampling interval was considered by division of the population size by the desired
sample size. The population size was 281 while the desired sample size was 165. This is

1llustrated below:

Sampling interval = Population size

Desired sample size

Sampling interval = 281 __
165
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Sampling interval= 1.7 approx. 2

Therefore, every 2" patient was a member who was included in the sample size.

Data collection tool
Quantitative data was collected by the use of a structured questionnaire and the ADDQoL-19

survey tool. The ADDQoL-19 which is a Patient-Reported Outcome Measure (PROM) was
developed by Professor Claire Bradley for long-term health conditions like diabetes, chronic
kidney disease, HIV and others (9). Professor Claire Bradley works at the Health Psychology
Research limited in the United Kingdom (UK). The ADDQoL allows the respondent to rate

only personally-applicable life domains, indicating importance and influence of diabetes.

The first two items of the tool assessed “present quality of life” and “diabetes dependent quality
of life.” The first item range of scoring for “present quality of life” is from +3 (excellent) to -3
(extremely bad). The second item range of scoring for “diabetes dependent quality of life” is
from +1 (worse) to -3 (very much better). This second item was evaluated by a scale from +1
(maximum positive impact of the diabetes) to -3 (maximum negative impact of the diabetes).
The other 19-specific aspects of life followed. For example, item 1 and 2 of the tools covered
leisure and work respectively. The impact of each specific aspect was evaluated by a scale from
-3 (maximum negative impact of the diabetes) to +1 (maximum positive impact of the
diabetes). The respondent then further stated how important this aspect is to their quality of life
from a scale of +3 (very important) to 0 (not at all important) (9). Out of the 19-specific aspects
of life, five had an optional response of “not applicable.” The weighted impact score for each
aspect was calculated by multiplying the impact rating by the importance rating. The weighted
impact score for each aspect was calculated by multiplying the impact rating by the importance
rating. The average weighted impact score was calculated by adding the weighted evaluation
of each aspect and diving it by the number of applicable specific aspects of life. The range of
scoring the AWI was -9 (maximum negative impact of the diabetes) to +3 (maximum positive

impact of the diabetes).

The structured questionnaire collected data on the patients’ characteristics (socio-demographic
and health-related) while the ADDQoL survey tool measured the quality of life related to health
of the diabetics on the aspects of bodily, emotional and social health domains. The structured

questionnaire consisted of close-ended questions. Pre-test of the tool was done at Kilifi County
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referral hospital with 16 respondents which is 10% of the required sample size. Any

unapplicable/ unclear questions in the structured questionnaire were either omitted or replaced.

Data management and analysis
The quantitative data was processed by use of SPSS version 25. Descriptive statistics was used

for the sociodemographic and health-related characteristics. Categorical variables were
presented as percentages and frequencies while continuous variables were presented as mean
and median. The researcher used bivariable logistic regression to assess the socio-demographic
and health-related characteristics associated with the quality of life. All characteristics
associated with quality of life in T2DM with a cut-off of P<0.25 in the bivariable analysis were
considered for inclusion in the multi-variable logistic analysis. Furthermore, patient
characteristics (socio-demographic & health related) in the multivariable logistic regression
that had a P<0.05 were considered to be statistically significant and thus associated with the

quality of life.

Ethical consideration
Ethical clearance to do the study was sought from the research committee at Moi County

Referral hospital through a letter from the Ethics and Research committee of Mount Kenya
University. Also, clearance was sought from NACOSTI. The research license number from
NACOSTI is NACOSTI/P/22/18413. A written consent was obtained from the study

participants.

The researcher sought approval from the study participants prior to data collection through a
written informed consent. The Informed consent was signed by all study participants.
Anonymity was guaranteed for all participants. No financial incentives were offered for
participation in the study. This study was approved by the Ethics Committee at Moi County
Referral hospital. This study was approved by NACOSTI (research license number
NACOSTI/P/22/18413). The ADDQoL-19 survey tool was adopted from Professor Claire
Bradley of the Health Psychology Research limited in the UK. Permission to adopt the tool
was sought and a license to use the tool in the research was issued which was reference number

HPR 4458.
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Results

A total of 199 participants filled the research tool out of which 165 participants were identified
as the required sample size. Most of the participants were female at 116 (70%), married were
127 (77%) and 114 (69%) had no source of income. Those living with diabetes for a duration
of between 6 months-10 years were 113 (69%), most common treatment regimen was oral
medication at 145 (88%) and co-morbidities like high blood pressure 113 (69%), eye/ vision
problems 76 (46%), numbness or pain in feet/ legs 118 (72%) were the most common among

the participants. This is illustrated in tab 1.

Table 1: Distribution of study participants by socio-demographic and health-related
characteristics (N=165)

Characteristic Category N (%)
Age 18 -59yrs 70 (42.4)
60yrs+ 95 (57.6)
Marital status Married 127 (77)
Single/Widowed/Divorced 38 (23)
Gender Male 49 (29.7)
Female 116 (70.3)
Education None/Primary 95 (57.6)
High school/technical/vocational/College/ 70 (42.4)
University
Employment status Employed 40 (24.2)
Unemployed 125 (75.8)
Source of income None 114 (69)
Employment/ Business 51 (31)
Duration with diabetes 6 months — 10yrs 113 (68.5)
11yrs -20yrs 43 (26.1)
21yrs+ 9(5.5)
Treatment regimen Diet/Oral medication only 145 (87.9)
Insulin + oral medication 20 (12.1)
Health financing mode Cash only 74 (44.8)
Insurance/NHIF 91 (55.2)
High BP No 52 (31.5)
Yes 113 (68.5)
Kidney problem No 163 (98.8)
Yes 2(1.2)
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Characteristic Category N (%)
High cholesterol No 164 (99.4)
Yes 1(0.6)
Heart disease No 158 (95.8)
Yes 7(4.2)
Foot problem No 153 (92.7)
Yes 12 (7.3)
Eye problem No 89 (53.9)
Yes 76 (46.1)
Circulation problem No 164 (99.4)
Yes 1 (0.6)
Numbness/ pain in No 47 (28.5)
hands/legs/ feet
Yes 118 (71.5)
Other illnesses No 161 (97.6)
Yes 4(2.4)
Nil/ No illnesses No 161 (97.6)
Yes 4(2.4)

In multivariable logistic regression a cut-off of P<0.25 was used where by the patient
characteristics of duration of living with diabetes mellitus, co-morbidities like high blood
pressure, foot problem and numbness/ pain in hands or feet or legs were analyzed. Patient
characteristics that remained statistically significant after controlling other variables included
foot problem and numbness/ pain in hands or legs or feet. Foot problem was at (aOR=7.348;
95% CI 1.824-29.605; P= 0.005) while numbness/ pain in hands or legs or feet was at (aOR=
0.155; 95% CI1 0.062-0.389; P<0.001). This is illustrated in tab 2.

Table 2: Socio-demographic and Health-related characteristics Multivariable analysis (N=165)
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Characteristic | Category Higher | Lower | Crude | P-value | Adjusted P-value
QOL QOL OR OR [95%
N (%) | N (%) [95% CI]
CI]
Age 18 -59yrs 16 54 0.633 0.253 - -
(51.6) (40.3) (0.289-
1.387)
60yrs+ 15(48.4) | 80 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(59.7)
Marital status | Married 25 102 0.765 0.590 - -
(80.6) (76.1) (0.288-
2.029)
Single/Widowed/Divorced | 6 32 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(19.4) (23.9)
Gender Male 8 41 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(25.8) (30.6)
Female 23 93 0.789 0.599 - -
(74.2) (69.4)
Education None/Primary 20 75 0.699 0.387 - -
(64.5) (56.0) (0.311-
1.573)
Highschool/technical/ 11 59 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
vocational/College/ (35.5) (44.0)
University
Employment | Employed 6 34 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
status (19.4) (25.4)
Unemployed 25 100 0.85 0.76 - -
(80.6) (74.6) (0.536-
3.746)
Source of None 22 92 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
income (71.0) (68.7)
Employment/ Business 9 42 1.116 0.802 - -
(29.0) (31.3) (0.474-
2.630)
Characteristic | Category Higher | Lower | Crude | P-value | Adjusted P-value
QOL QOL OR OR [95%
N (%) | N (%) [95% CI]

cIj
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Duration with | 6 months — 10yrs 22 (71) |91 2.068 0.330 1.502 0.651
diabetes (67.9) (0.479- (0.258-
8.924) 8.747)
11yrs -20yrs 6(19.4) | 37(27.6) | 3.083 0.176%* | 4.853 0.087
(0.603- (0.797-
15.775) 29.562)
2lyrs+ 3 6 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
9.7 (4.5)
Treatment Diet/Oral medication only | 29 116 0.444 0.295 - -
regimen (93.5) (86.6) (0.098-
2.025)
Insulin + oral medication | 2 18 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(6.5) (13.4)
Health Cash only 14 60 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
financing (45.2) (44.8)
mode
Insurance/NHIF 17 74 1.016 0.969 - -
(54.8) (55.2) (0.463-
2.227)
High BP No 13 39 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(41.9) (29.1)
Yes 18 95 0.568 0.169%* | 0.494 0.139
(58.1) (70.9) (0.254- (0.194-
1.271) 1.257)
Kidney No 31 132 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
problem (100.0) | (98.5)
Yes 0 2 <0.001 | 0.999 - -
(0.0) (1.5)
High No 31 133 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
cholesterol (100.0) | (99.3)
Yes 0 1 <0.001 | 1.000 - -
(0.0) (0.7
Heart disease | No 31 127 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(100.0) | (94.8)
Yes 0 7 <0.001 | 0.999 - -
(0.0) (5.2)
Foot problem | No 25 128 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(80.6) (95.5)
Characteristic | Category Higher | Lower | Crude | P-value | Adjusted P-value
QOL QOL OR OR [95%
N (%) | N (%) [95% CI]

CI]
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Yes 6 6 5.120 0.008** | 7.348(1.824- | 0.005*
(19.4) 4.5) (1.527- 29.605)
17.170)
Eye problem | No 19 70 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(61.3) (52.2)
Yes 12 64 0.691 0.364 - -
(38.7) (47.8) (0.311-
1.535)
Circulation No 31 133 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
problem (100.0) | (99.3)
Yes 0 1 <0.001 | 1.000 - -
(0.0) 0.7)
Numbness/ No 18 29 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
pain in (58.1) (21.6)
hands/legs/
feet
Yes 13 105 0.199 <0.001** | 0.155 <0.001*
(41.9) (78.4) (0.088- (0.062-
0.454) 0.389)
Other No 30 131 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
illnesses (96.8) (97.8)
Yes 1 3 1.456 0.749 - -
(3.2) (2.2) 1.456
(0.146-
14.484)
Nil/ No No 30 131 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
illnesses (96.8) (97.8)
Yes 1 3 1.456 0.749 - -
(3.2) (2.2) (0.146-
14.484)
*- p<0.05 **_ p<0.25 (cut-off)

Over half 108 (65%) of the study participants stated that their quality of life was “neither good
nor bad” while the least 3 (2%) stated that it was “bad” (tab 3).
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Over half 127 (77%) of the study participants stated that their quality of life would be “much
better” if they did not have diabetes mellitus while the least 2 (1%) stated that their quality of
life would be “the same” if they did not have diabetes mellitus (tab 3).

Table 3: Responses to Overview Item one "perceived present quality of life" and overview item
two ""quality of life in the absence of diabetes mellitus"

Particulars Response Frequency (N=165) Percentage (%)
Overview Item | Bad 3 1.8
One: Perceived | Neither good nor bad 108 65.5
Present quality
of life Good 48 29.1
Very good 6 3.6
Total 165 100.0
Particulars Response Frequency (N=165) Percentage (%)
Overview Item | Very much better 10 6.1
Two: My
quality of life in | Much better 127 77.0
the absence of | A little better 26 15.8
Diabetes The same 2 1.2
mellitus Total 165 100.0

The range of scoring of overview item one of the ADDQOL tool is -3.00, 3.00. The score per
response was as follows: “excellent” (3), “very good” (2), “good” (1), “neither good nor bad”

(0), “bad” (-1), “very bad” (-2), “extremely bad” (-3).

Overview item one of the ADDQOL-19 tool which looked into the present quality of life of
the participants, the responses gave a mean generic quality of life score of 0.35 approximating
to “neither good nor bad’’ (0) as opposed to “good” (1) or “very good” (2). This is illustrated
in tab 4.

The range of scoring of overview item two of the ADDQOL tool is -3.00, 1.00. The score per
response was follows: “very much better” (-3), “much better” (-2), “a little better” (-1), “the

same” (0), “worse” (1).
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Overview item two of the ADDQOL-19 tool looked into the perceived quality of life in the
absence of diabetes mellitus. The responses gave a mean generic quality of life score of -1.88
approximating to “much better” (-2). This indicated that the health-quality of life would be

better without/ in the absence of diabetes mellitus. This is illustrated in tab 4.

The mean AWI score for the domain specific items for the 165 study participants was -4.48,
indicating a considerable perceived negative impact of diabetes mellitus type 2 on health-

related quality of life. This is illustrated in tab 4.

Table 4: Mean and Median of Patient reported outcome measures for Generic quality of life and
Perceived impact of diabetes mellitus type 2 on QoL

PARTICULARS N=165 | MEAN | MEDIAN (RANGE)

Generic ADDQoL quality of life score, overview 165 0.35 0 (-3.00, 3.00)

item 1 (+3, excellent to -3, extremely bad)

Diabetes-specific QOL score, overview item 2 (-3, | 165 -1.88 -2.00 (-3.00, 1.00)
Very much better (if I did not have diabetes) to 1,
Worse (if I did not have diabetes)

AWI (Average Weighted Impact) score 165 -4.48 -4.00 (-8.00, 0)

19 domain-specific items (-9 maximum perceived
negative impact of diabetes, to +3 maximum

perceived positive impact of diabetes)

The weighted impact score per domain-specific item was calculated by multiplying the impact
rating by the importance rating. The range of scoring the weighted impact score was (-9.00)
“maximum negative impact of diabetes mellitus” to (+3.00) “maximum positive impact of
diabetes mellitus.” Among the 19 domain-specific items, the study participants rated “sex life”
as the most negatively impacted (WI= -5.14) significantly more so than other items. This is

tllustrated in tab 5.

Table 5: Mean ADDQoL Weighted impact item score
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SPECIFIC ASPECT OF LIFE N (%) MEAN WEIGHTED IMPACT SCORE
FOR EACH ASPECT OF LIFE

Leisure activities 165 (100%) | -4.06
Working life 37 (22.4%) | -4.78
Local/ long journeys 165 (100%) | -4.26
Holidays 9(5.5%) -3.89
Things I could physically do 165 (100%) | -4.56
Family/ Family life 163 -4.71
Social life 165 (100%) | -4.63
Personal relationship 102 -4.94
Sex life 97 -5.14
Physical appearance 165 (100%) | -4.65
Self-Confidence 165 (100%) | -4.66
Motivation 165 (100%) | -4.39
The way people in general react to me 165 (100%) | -4.49
Feelings about the future 165 (100%) | -4.59
Financial situation 165 (100%) | -4.74
Living conditions 165 (100%) | -4.73
Self-dependence 165 (100%) | -3.58
Freedom to eat 165 (100%) | -4.57
Freedom to drink 165 (100%) | -4.56

Discussion

The patient characteristics that were statistically significant after multivariable logistic
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analysis was, foot problem and numbness/pain in hands/legs/feet. The research findings
indicated that foot problem and numbness in hands/ legs/feet were the health-related
characteristics related to low HRQOL among type two diabetes mellitus patients. Study
participants who had foot problem were seven times more likely to have low health-related
quality of life compared to those who did not have the comorbidity. In addition, study
participants who had numbness/pain in hands/legs/feet were more likely to have low health-
related quality of life compared to those who did not have the co-morbidity. These study
findings are similar to a study done in Brazil by (22) that showed that 34 (17%)

of the elderly diabetic participants who had foot wounds had lower quality of life due to
decreased autonomy and social participation as a result of decreased mobility associated with
neuropathic/vascular pain. Similar study findings were found in Saudi Arabia (3) which
showed that despite the overall health related quality of life being moderate, 69% of the study
participants who had pain/discomfort had severe to extreme health state that translated to low
health-related quality of life (3). On the influence of type two diabetes mellitus on the health-
related quality, the research findings indicated a considerable perceived negative impact of
diabetes mellitus type 2 on the HRQOL of the 165 patients. Over half of the study participants
perceived that their health-related quality of life would be better without/ in the absence of type
two diabetes mellitus. This research finding is similar to a Bulgarian study which showed that
275 (67.1%) of the respondents perceived that their quality of life would be better without
T2DM since the diabetes specific QoL mean score was at -1.8 (5).

The ADDQoL scoring ignores non-applicable domains and gives greater emphasis to domains
of greater importance to the individual. Among the 19 domain specific items, the study
participants rated “sex life” as the most negatively impacted/ important as compared to other
items. This is despite also all other items being negatively influenced by T2DM. This was
further coupled with negative influence of T2DM on the health-related quality of life which
was indicated with a negative mean score of the AWI of the 165 study participants.

This research finding is in contrast to most other studies using the ADDQoL, where the item
reflecting the greatest negative influence of diabetes on the health-related quality of life was
“Freedom to eat as [ wish.” A study (10) indicated that “freedom to eat as [ wish” was the most
negatively impacted at (WI= -3.35). Also, a study done in Bulgaria showed that “freedom to
eat as I wish” was the most negatively impacted at (WI= -4.0) followed by “Family life” WI=
-3.9. In addition, the mean AWI score for the population was -2.9 which indicated an overall

negative impact of T2DM on quality of life (5).
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Conclusions
Over half of the study participants 127 (77%) indicated that their health-related quality of life

would be better in the absence of diabetes mellitus (5). The overall mean ADDQoL AWI
score (4.48) indicated that the health-related quality of life was negatively impaired by type
two diabetes mellitus. Since over half of the study participants perceived a low health-related
quality of life then it can be concluded that most were aware of the influence of T2DM on
their health status and ultimately on their health-related quality of life (3).

Co-morbidities of foot problem and numbness/pain in hands/ legs/feet were associated with
low health-related quality of life. This may be due to the fact that diabetes neuropathy and
neuropathic pain is one of the many complications associated with diabetes mellitus (22).
Sexual satisfaction/ sexual function was an item which was the most negatively impacted and
most important domain of the patient’s quality of life while “self-dependence” was the least
negatively impacted domain. This may be due to the fact that microvascular complications like

sexual dysfunction, infertility/ impotence is associated with diabetes mellitus (5)(10).
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Informed Consent

Introduction

You are requested to take part in this study on assessment of the quality of life related to
health in diabetes mellitus type 2 patients.
I request you to go through this consent form and if you have any questions before agreeing to
take part in this study, do not hesitate to ask the researcher. Before you decide to take part in
the study, it is important that you know the following:
a) Your participation in this study is voluntary and refusal to participate will not be used
against you.
b) Information acquired from this study will be kept confidential and the researcher will
ensure anonymity of the study participants.
¢) You have a right to withdraw from the study at any level. Your decision will be
respected without consequences placed on you.
What will happen if you decide to take part in this research study?
If you agree to participate in this study, you will be interviewed by the researcher in a private
area/ area of your convenience where you will feel comfortable while answering the questions.
The interview will last approximately 30 minutes.
The researcher will ensure confidentiality of the information given and anonymity of the study
participant.
Potential benefits and importance of the knowledge gained
There are no direct benefits to you as a study participant in this study.
The information acquired from this study will help the researcher to advice Moi County referral
hospital on care of patients with diabetes mellitus type two.
If you have questions about this study, contact:
Principal Researcher

Dredah Mwadulo on mobile no 0726684128 or email: dmwadulo@gmail.com

CONSENT FORM (STATEMENT OF CONSENT)

Participant’s statement

I have read this consent form / The information on this consent form has been read to me.

I have had my questions answered in a language that I understand. I understand that my

participation in this study is voluntary and that [ may choose to withdraw any time. I agree to
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take part in this research study. I understand that all efforts will be made to keep information

regarding my personal identity confidential.

Participant signature: Date:
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Tab 1

Characteristic Category N (%)
Age 18 -59 70 (42.4)
60+ 05 (57.6)
Marital status Married 127 (77)
Single/Widowed/Divorced 38 (23)
Gender Male 49 (29.7)
Female 116 (70.3)
Education None/Primary 95 (57.6)
High school/technical/vocational/College/ 70 (42.4)
University
Employment status Employed 40 (24.2)
Unemployed 125 (75.8)
o8 O 1O OB C ORIy iow) i the author/iunder| vy () @anted medAxiv a license to cigplay the preprint in 114 (69)
It is made available under a CC-BY “Pisslesgiietit/ Business 51 (31)
Duration with diabetes 6 months — 10yrs 113 (68.5)
11 -20 43 (26.1)
21+ 9(5.5)
Treatment regimen Dict/Oral medication only 145 (87.9)
Insulin + oral medication 20(12.1)
Health financing mode Cash only 74 (44 .8)
Insurance/NHIF 91 (55.2)
High BP No 52 (31.5)
Yes 113 (68.5)
Kidney problem No 163 (98.8)
Yes 2(1.2)
High cholesterol No 164 (99 .4)
Yes 1 (0.6)
Heart disease No 158 (95 .8)
Yes 7(4.2)
Foot problem No 153 (92.7)
Yes 12 (7.3)
Eye problem No 39 (53.9)
Yes 76 (46.1)
Circulation problem No 164 (99 4)
Yes 1 {0.6)
MNumbness/ pain in No 47 (28.5)
hands/legs/ feet
Yes 118 (71.5)
Other illnesses No 161 (97.6)
Yes 4(2.4)
Nil/ No illnesses No 161 (97.6)
Yes 4 (2.4)
Yes 7(4.2)
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Tab 2

Characteristic | Category Higher QOL Lower | Crude | P- Adjusted | P-value
N (%) QOL OR value | OR
N (%) | [95% [95%
CI] CI]
Age 18 -59 16 (51.6) 54 0.633 | 0.253 - -
(40.3) | (0.289-
1.387)
60+ 15(48.4) 80 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(59.7)
o e e e Aoy T el e g 765105901 - '
It is njade available unde?grr():eél-lg}\// 4.0 Intei:atiohalicense . TS’FS Ti fb 288-
2.029)
single/Widowed/ | 6 32 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
Divorced (19.4) (23.9)
Gender Male t 41 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(25.8) (30.6)
Female 23 93 0.789 | 0.599 |- -
(74.2) (69.4)
Education None/Primary 20 73 0.699 | 0387 |- -
(64.5) (56.0) | (0.311-
1.573)
Highschool/tech | 11 59 Ref. Ref. Ref, Ref.
nical/ (35.5) (44.0)
vocational/Colle
gel
University
Employment Emploved 6 34 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
status (19.4) (25.4)
Unemployed 25 100 (.85 0.76 - -
(80.6) (74.6) | (0.536-
3.746)
Source of None 22 92 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
income (71.0) (68.7)
Employment/ 9 42 1.116 | 0802 |- -
Business (29.0) (31.3) | (0.474-
2.630)
Duration with | 6 months - 10yrs | 22 (71) 91 2.068 | 0.330 1.502 0.651
diabetes (67.9) | (0.479- (0.258-
8.924) 8.747)
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11 -20 6(19.4) 37(27.6 | 3.083 0.176* | 4853 0.087
) (0.603- | * (0,797-
15.775 29 562)
)
21+ 3 6 Ref. Ref, Ref, Ref.
(9.7) (4.5)
Treatment Dict/Oral 29 116 (0.444 0.295 - -
regimen medication only | (93.5) (86.6) (0.098-
2.025)
Insulin + oral 2 18 Ref. Ref Ref. Ref.
medication (6.5) (13.4)
e B R B e e A oo e e 2 o s o potoer it et Ref. Ref. Ref.
ﬁnan EJ “E. Itis made available unde?:n():%l-llg}\// 4.0 Irlte(n'%bing}cense . {448}
mode
Insurance/NHIF | 17 74 1.016 0.969 - -
(54 8) (55.2) (0.463-
2.227)
High BP No 13 39 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(41.9) (29.1)
Yes 18 95 (0.368 0.169% | 0.494 0.139
(58.1) (70.9) (0.254- | * (0.194-
1.271) 1.257)
Kidney No 31 132 Ref. Ref, Ref, Ref.
problem (100.0) (98.5)
Yes 0 2 <0.001 | 0.999 - -
(0.0) (1.3)
High No 31 133 Ref. Ref, Ref, Ref.
cholesterol (100.0) (99.3)
Ycs 0 1 <0.001 | 1.000 - -
(0.0) (0.7)
Heart disease | No 31 127 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(100.0) (94.8)
Yes 0 7 <0001 | 0.999 - -
(0.0) (5.2)
Foot problem | No 25 128 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(80.6) (95.5)
Yes 6 6 5.120 0.008* | 7.348(1.8 | 0.005*
(19.4) (4.5) (1.527- 24-
17.170 29 605)
)
Eye problem No 19 70 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(61.3) (52.2)



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.31.23285237
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Yes 12 64 0.691 0.364 - -

(38.7) (47.8) (0.311-
1.535)
Circulation No 31 133 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
problem (100.0) (99.3)
Ycs 0 1 <0.001 | 1.000 - -
(0.0) (0.7)
Numbness/ No 18 29 Ref. Ref. Ref, Ref.
pain in (58.1) (21.6)
hands/legs/
feet
e o B b e e e ooty o 20, ncloohfiyt pocer (e 199 | <0.001 | 0.155 <0.001*
It is mjade available unde?:n():%l-lg}\// 4.0 Inte{:ﬁtl)mg}cense . {?34} [[][}H E' . {ﬂ[]ﬁz =
(0.454) 0.389)
Other illnesses | No 30 131 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
(96.8) (97.8)
Yes 1 3 1.456 0.749 - -
(3.2) (2.2) 1.456
(0.146-
14 484
)
Nil/ No No 30 131 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
illnesses (96.8) (97.8)
Yes 1 3 1.456 | 0.749 - -
(3.2) (2.2) (0.146-
14,484
)

*- p<0.05 **_ n<(0.25 (cut-off)
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Tab 3

Particulars Response Frequency (N=165) Percentage (%0)
Overview Item | Bad 3 1.8
One: Perceived | Neither good nor bad 108 65.5
Present quality
of life Good 48 29.1
Very good 6 3.6
Total 165 100.0
BB 101.00 RESDORSE, e orsn omararn s 2020 mp BESANENE,IN16) . b ke
Overview Itemmaqcp Mopy-md BB etteT naional icense 10 6.1
Two: My
quality of life in | Much better 127 77.0
the absence of | A little better 26 15.8
Diabetes The same . 1.2
mellitus Total 165 100.0
Tab 4
PARTICULARS N=165 | MEAN | MEDIAN (RANGE)
Generic ADDQoL quality of life score, overview 165 0.35 0 (-3.00, 3.00)

item 1 (+3, excellent to -3, extremely bad)

Diabetes-specific QOL score, overview item 2 (-3, | 165 -1.88 -2.00 (-3.00, 1.00)
Very much better (if I did not have diabetes) to 1,

Worse (if I did not have diabetes)

AWI (Average Weighted Impact) score 165 -4 48 -4.00 (-8.00, 0)

19 domain-specific items (-9 maximum perceived
negative impact of diabetes, to +3 maximum

perceived positive impact of diabetes)



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.31.23285237
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Tab 5

SPECIFIC ASPECT OF LIFE N (%) MEAN WEIGHTED IMPACT SCORE
FOR EACH ASPECT OF LIFE

Leisure activities 165 (100%) | -4.06

Working life 37(22.4%) |-4.78

Local/ long journeys 165 (100%) | -4.26

Holidays 9(5.5%) -3.89

Things I could physically do 165 (100%) | -4.56
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Family/ Family 1ifis mae avaiave undera ¢85 40 inemationti 153 - -4.71
Social life 165 (100%) | -4.63
Personal relationship 102 -4 .94
Sex life 97 -5.14
Physical appearance 165 (100%) | -4.65
Self-Confidence 165 (100%) | -4.66
Motivation 165 (100%) | -4.39
The way people in general react to me 165 (100%) | -4.49
Feelings about the future 165 (100%) | -4.59
Financial situation 165 (100%) | -4.74
Living conditions 165 (100%) | -4.73
Self-dependence 165 (100%) | -3.58
Freedom to eat 165 (100%) | -4.57
Freedom to drink 165 (100%) | -4.56
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