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Abstract

Objectives: The purpose of this literature review was to clarify the sufficiency and efficiency
needs, as well as the dtratification and the assignment scoring principles of the International
Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health (ICF) core set, in conjunction with the Item

Response Theory (IRT)-derived functioning outcome measures.

Methods: A literature search has been done on the PubMed database. We included studies
involving the IRT-derived ICF evaluation tool. Our main outcome was the assgnment and

stratification scoring principle of IRT-derived ICF-based functioning outcome measures.

Results: 46 relative articles met the eligibility criteria of our review. On this bass, this review
was undertaken to track the research progress of the ICF-based and IRT-modeling measurement
tools and screen the final core set. This review included a classification of IRT modeling for ICF
studies and a summary of existing research paradigms of IRT-derived ICF outcome measures.
Moreover, this review identified blind spots related to scoring assignment principles and
“difficulty parameter” in current ICF-based IRT studies.

Conclusion: The ICF is the worldwide terminology system for functioning categories, while
ICF-based evaluation in clinical practice and scientific research has dlicited the underlying
challenges. However, the algorithm of the ICF-based IRT modeling may advance the
understanding of ICF clinical application and enable a new paradigm for the design of IRT-
derived ICF questionnaires, namely the parsimonious core set of ICF. Additionally, the Wright
map has the potential to facilitate an understanding of the rehabilitation process and tailor
rehabilitation goals.

Keywords. Item Response Theory (IRT), International Classification of Functioning, Disability
and Health (ICF), Wright map, Research paradigm
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Introduction

Rehabilitation science is a discipline dedicated to comprehending and facilitating human
functioning. In order to guide and inform clinical decisions, it is crucia to identify potential
disabilities and monitor changes in functioning across the continuum of care. However,
inconsistent and numerous outcome measure scales pose a maor challenge to multidisciplinary
communication. Additionally, determining the most appropriate functioning assessment scale
presents several challenges. Firstly, it is inevitable to encounter a trade-off between the
sufficiency and efficiency of assessment tools. Relying solely on disease-specific scales may fail
to provide a comprehensive functioning assessment for patients with multiple health issues. A
thorough assessment can provide valuable insights into rehabilitation management and functional
recovery, while efficient clinical assessment tools that can rapidly and conveniently achieve
outcome measures(Rolstad, Adler, and Rydén, 2011). The ideal functioning assessment should
consider the length and complexity of assessment tools limited to a certain extent, so as to
minimize the response burden on frail patients and optimize resource efficiency. Another concern
is that many rehabilitation assessment scales, such as manual muscle testing, Barthel index, etc.
use ordinal scales, that may not precisaly capture the full range of functioning changes over time.

To tackle these barriers, the World Health Organization has introduced the International
Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health (ICF), which offers a standardized
international terminology for defining and operationalizing function management across multiple
domains. Accurate and timely assessment of an individual’s function is crucial in making clinical
decisions for treatment planning and rehabilitation(Finch, Higgins, Wood-Dauphinee, and Mayo,
2009). To achieve this, the assessment scale must include items that have high discrimination,
enabling the determination of functioning performance. The Item Response Theory (IRT) is a
well-established psychometric paradigm that measures the interaction between examinees and
test items to estimate an individual’s ability level (represented by the latent trait, ). Additionally,
the IRT model is a statigtical technique that can provide theoretical and algorithmic support for
the developing clinical assessment tools in healthcare practice(Stucki, Rubinelli, and Bickenbach,
2020), which can transform raw ICF scores into the IRT-based interval scores. Recently,
emerging studies have advocated the use of IRT-based Rasch models to process ICF evaluation
data and generate the new version of the ICF core set that contains the most discriminable and

minimal items.
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79 This review aims to offer an overview of the research paradigm regarding the ICF-based
80  functioning evaluation in combination with the IRT technique tools. Incorporating these two
81  techniques, a comprehensive and continuous assessment of human functioning with a minimal
82  core set can be constructed for patients undergoing rehabilitation. It aso explores the challenges
83 of opeationaizing and analyzing the ICF core set assessment, specifically in terms of
84  dtratification and assignment scoring principles. This review emphasizes the value of IRT
85  modding in ICF studies and further categorizes IRT-derived ICF outcome measures according to
86  the scoring principles. Moreover, the review proposes appropriate assignment principles that
87  match the difficult parameter in IRT modeling and discusses the benefits of using Wright mapsto
88  visualize rehabilitation goals and potential functioning barriers. Overall, this review focuses on
89 introducing a technique-solid and framework-sound questionnaire construction approach to
90 develop the parsimonious core set of ICF and the Wright map that can enhance clinical decision-
91  making in rehabilitation settings.

92

93 Materialsand Methods

94 Review Criteria

95 This review focused on studies that explore the psychometric properties of the IRT-derived
96 ICF evaluation tool. The search was carried out in January 31% 2023 based on the PubMed
97 database. The keywords used during the search included the following: [(Rasch) AND
98 (International Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health OR ICF), [(Item response
99 theory OR IRT) AND (International Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health OR
100 ICF)], and [(Mokken) AND (International Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health
101  OR ICF)]. The reference lists of the resulting articles were scanned to identify further relevant
102  studies, which totally resulted in 190 additional results. Note that in this paper, we adopted Rasch
103  asan umbrelaterm that includes Rasch and the 1-parameter logistic (1PL) model.

104 After removing duplicate results, the search resulted in 169 pertinent articles. Given the
105  search results, we employed the following inclusion and exclusion criteria to select relevant
106  worksfor detailed review.

107
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108  Eligibility Criteria

109  Theinclusion and exclusion criteriafor studies are asfollows:

110 1) Study design: There was no strict study design required in this review. Reviews regarding
111 the IRT-derived ICF evaluation tool were considered, languages: “English”, conference abstracts
112 without the full text, and unpublished studies were excluded;

113 2) Participant characteristics: Participants irrespective of gender, age, and health conditions
114  were evaluated viathe ICF categories;

115 3) Outcome measures: The outcome measure or self-report questionnaire include ICF items
116  inbody structure, body function, activity and participation, and environmental factors.

117
118 Results
119 Our approach resulted in the identification of 46 publications that met al predetermined

120  criteria (Figure 1). From each article, we extracted the information on several key variables,
121 including the specific ICF core set, the origina number of ICF categories, the number of IRT-
122 based ICF categories, sample size, settings, response options, collapse strategy, scoring strategy,
123  and data analysis software, which were summarized in Table 1, Table 2, Table 3 and Table 4.

124 Sufficiency and Efficiency in Clinical Evaluation: Challenges of

125 Operationalizing the | CF Questionnaire

126 The ICF provides a comprehensive taxonomy of function and disability, organized into four
127  components, namely body structure, body functions, activity and participation, and
128  environmental and personal contextual factors. However, the ICF functional category bank
129  includes nearly 1,500 categories, making it impractical to assess each category in clinical
130  practice. To address this challenge, the derivatives of ICF known as the ICF core set have been
131 developed to evaluate functioning performance for specific health conditions or healthcare
132 settings(Selb et al, 2015). There are two versions of the ICF core set: the comprehensive core set
133  andthe brief core set. A comprehensive ICF core set isinclined to exhaustively describe disease-
134  gpecific functions, while it overloads the burden of answering lengthy and muilti-item
135  questionnaires on patients and clinicians. On the other hand, a brief ICF core set sacrifices the
136  sufficiency of the questionnaire to satisfy the minimal standard of assessing the most essential

137  functional categories. Despite the advantages of both core sets, two main issues are faced with
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138  the operationalization of the ICF questionnaire, namely the complex scoring system and data
139  analysisintheICF Likert scale.

140 Firstly, the ICF category in the core set requires scoring on a 0-4 Likert scale, which might
141 not be an efficient application in real clinical scenarios. There are controversies regarding how to
142 apply the 5-level Likert scale to measure the degree of “disability” regarding each ICF category,
143 naméy, “no impairment” = 0, “mild impairment” = 1, “moderate impairment” = 2, “severe
144  impairment” = 3, and “complete impairment” = 4(Rauch, Cieza, and Stucki, 2008; Jette, 2018).
145  Practitioners have not achieved full consensus on ICF category descriptions and differentiation
146  between scale points, especially the qualifiers 2 to 4. Although researchers have suggested the
147  employment of other assessment tools to assist in determining qualifier values, it significantly
148  increases the complexity of the assessment process after expanding one questionnaire into
149  multiple questionnaires. It will greatly expand the evaluation time due to afive-point rating scale
150  for each item in either comprehensive or brief core sets. Thorough scoring options and extensive
151  categories qualify the sufficiency of clinical assessment, but it is hard to satisfy the efficiency of
152 evaluation in rapid-paced and hectic clinical work.

153 Another prominent barrier is the data analysis of the ICF Likert scale. Firstly, the summated
154  scores represent the level of dysfunction depending on the uneven interval of the 5-point
155 qualifier scale, which diminishes the inter- and intra-individual comparability of outcome
156  measures. Secondly, each ICF category is considered as equal difficulty in the daily assessment
157  rather than hierarchically categorize in terms of parameters such as item difficulty and
158  discrimination. Without considering the quantitative values for item difficulties regarding certain
159  individual abilities, simple qualifier values of each item are insufficient to represent the whole
160  picture of clinical outcomes.

161

162 Personal Ability and Item Difficulty: Principles and Values of the IRT-

163 derived Medical Outcome M easures

164 Chang et al.(1995) proposed that the IRT could be a promising tool for measuring health
165  outcomes and quantifying the degree of health, which has been applied in the medical field since
166  the early 2000s(Hays, Morales, and Reise, 2000). The IRT model differentiates between an
167 individual’s ability levels and the difficulty levels of test items, constructing an Item Response
168  Function (IRF) by taking 6 as an independent variable and the probability of correct answer rate
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169  (P(0)) as a dependent variable, under the condition that test items do not interact with each other.
170  For example, Liu et al.(2002) conducted a Rasch analysis on the Stroke Impairment Assessment
171  Set (SIAS). After reducing subsets and combining similar items, the IRT-derived SIAS is not
172 only transformed into a linear scale but also can reflect person abilities corresponding to item
173 difficulties.

174 In recent years, there has been increasing interest in the use of IRT-based Rasch models for
175  processing ICF evaluation data, which can be broadly categorized into two perspectives. The
176  first approach involves handling ICF categories as questionnaire items, which has been used in
177  various studies (Table 1, Table 2, Table 3, Table 4), such as the development of a 41-item
178  activity measurement scale for post-acute care by Haley et al.(2004). Cieza et al.(2009b) also
179  constructed the Rasch modeling based on the comprehensive assessment of the functional level
180 among patients with rheumatoid arthritis (AS) and osteoarthritis (OA). By investigating 437
181  patients with OA in Germany, Italy, Hungary, Serbia, and Singapore, researchers achieved the
182  first ICF-based cross-cultural clinical functional measurement. They found that the difficulty of
183  the same ICF category varied in different countries. The Rasch anaysis also explored ICF
184  categories for various conditions or diseases, including AS(Cieza et a, 2009a), OA(Cieza €t al,
185  2009b; Kurtais et a, 2011), chronic widespread pain(Prodinger et al, 2012), low back
186  pain(Bagraith, Strong, Meredith, and McPhail, 2017; Ree et a, 2009; Rege, Bautz-Holter, and
187 Cieza, 2013), breast cancer(Yang, Shin, Shin, and Lim, 2014), children and youth with
188  disabilities(lllum and Gradel, 2015), the ICF Generic Set(Ehrmann et al, 2018), the
189  Rehabilitation Set(Gao et al, 2020), spinal cord injury (SCI)(Li et a, 2018; Jia et al, 2020),
190  stroke(Feng, Jiang, Sun, and Lin, 2022), haemophilia(Feng et al, 2022), and cerebral palsy(Jiang
191  etad, 2023).

192 The second approach involves linking questionnaire items from scales to ICF items, which
193  hasbeen applied in several studies(Finch, Higgins, Wood-Dauphinee, and Mayo, 2009; Maritz et
194  al, 2022; Nilsson, Westergren, Carlsson, and Hagell, 2010, 2010; Prodinger, O’ Connor, Stucki,
195 and Tennant, 2017; Van de Winckel et al, 2019). Finch et al.(2009) discerned 44 items from
196  other scales and constructed a Rasch model based on the ICF framework to evaluate the level of
197  physical function in patients three months post-stroke. They obtained an item difficulty list
198 consisting of 52 items, and suggested that stroke rehabilitation goals and treatment plans could
199  be developed based on person abilities and item difficulties. This approach has been shown to be


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.14.23289950

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.14.23289950; this version posted May 15, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

200 useful for identifying functional limitations and developing interventions that target specific
201  areas of imparment. Other studies have used smilar approaches to link scales to the ICF
202  framework for various health conditions, including Parkinson’s Disease(Nilsson, Westergren,
203  Carlsson, and Hagell, 2010), stroke(Van de Winckel et al, 2019), spinal cord injury(Maritz et al,
204  2022), demonstrating the versatility and applicability of this method in the assessment of
205  functional outcomes.

206

207 Research Progress and Deficiency: Clarification of the ICF-based IRT

208  Scoring Principles

209 ICF-based IRT studies employ two dimensions of scoring principles, stratification and
210 assignment. The dratification dimension involves sparse and dense dratification principles to
211 grade each ICF category. The sparse stratification principle (SSP) can involve scoring each ICF
212 category with qualifiers O for ‘no impairment/limitation’, 1 for ‘impairment/limitation’ instead of
213 adopting the original 5-level Likert scale(2005), or utilizing collapse strategies, item combination,
214 and item deletion during data analysis. Some studies suggest that reducing the five-point to
215  three-point qualifiers leads to a better model fit. For example, Li et al. (2018) found that reducing
216  thefive-point (01234) to the three-point (01112) qualifiers improves the overall mode fit. Gao et
217  a.(2020) also recommend using a collapse strategy and converting from 01234 to 01223 or
218 01112 in the Rasch model when operating the ICF five-point qualifiers as a rating scale. On the
219  other hand, the dense stratification principle (DSP) expands qualifiers to capture more detailed
220  clinical information and reduce the ceiling and floor effect, usng an 11-point numeric rating
221 scale and transforming raw scores to the Rasch-based interval score(Ehrmann et al, 2018). The
222 SSPisbroadly endorsed for the qualifiers in terms of enough items, such as 65 ICF categories of
223 SCI(Li et al, 2018). The DSP is more comprehensive but requires fewer items, such as the
224  Generic 6 set(Ehrmann et al, 2018) in Table 2.

225 Considering assignment dimension, most ICF-based IRT studies have typically employed
226 the “descending assignment principle or assigning by dysfunction (ABD)” to address item scores
227  based on functional ability, where lower functionality corresponds to a higher score. Some
228 examples of studies that have employed this principle include Farin et al.(2007), Cieza et
229  a.(2009a), Ree et al.(2013), Ehrmann et al.(2018), Guo et al. (2020), and Gao et al.(2020).
230 However, a few studies have taken an alternative approach, using the “ascending assignment
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231 principle or assgning by functioning (ABF)”, where a higher score corresponds to higher
232 functiondlity(Feng et al, 2022; Feng, Jiang, Sun, and Lin, 2022; Jiang et al, 2023). Okochi et
233  a.(2013) implemented the binary response options, scoring items as “yes’ for functioning
234 (assignment = 1), or “no” for dysfunction (assgnment = 0). According to the final scores, they
235 classified individuals into functional stages based on their activity level. The Lucerne ICF-based
236  Multidisciplinary Observation Scale (LIMOS) also adopted the ascending assignment principle
237 by generating 45 ICF-similar items based on the degree of assistance in daily life(Van de
238  Winckel et a, 2019).

239

240 Discussion

241 To achieve an optimal balance between sufficiency and efficiency in clinical assessment, it
242 isimperative to develop a concise and effective core set from the larger and more comprehensive
243  ICF core set. This core set should contain minimal yet discriminative items, capturing continuous
244  functioning changes, and ensuring good construct validity and internal consistency. The
245  implementation of the IRT statistical approach has been used to derive such a measurement tool,
246 which werefer to as the ICF parsimonious core set (PCS).

247 By overcoming the limitation of assuming that each functional item is equally difficult, the
248  IRT modeing approach has proven to be an effective way to extract PCSs. It has been applied
249  since the inception of the ICF and has demonstrated its effectiveness over the last two decades.
250 The IRT-derived outcome measure has the potential to serve as a pragmatic tool that provides
251  comprehensive and holistic information that can facilitate decision-making in clinical settings.
252

253 Futurelmplication: the |ICF Framework and IRT Technique

254 As the most commonly used IRT model, the Rasch analysis can optimize clinical scales due
255  to its ability to enhance the construct validity of clinical scales and reduce the indiscriminative
256  items. Based on different configurations of parameters, the IRF can be presented as an S-shaped
257  Item Characteristic Curve (ICC, Figure 2) on the coordinate axis. This statistical model
258  overcomes the limitation of the classical test model, which assumes that each item is equally
259  difficult. The IRT recognizes that item difficulty is represented by parameters and maps the
260 locations of individuals and the difficulties of test items onto the same invariant scale, allowing
261 direct comparison.
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262 The IRT-based measurement of individual ability has important implications for clinical
263  assessment in rehabilitation practice. It can help identify an individual’s functional level
264  compared to others with the same disease, as well as assess whether a specific function has
265 improved following intervention. Additionally, the IRT-based estimation of item difficulty can
266 ad in prioritizing rehabilitation goals by determining which functional items are most
267  appropriate for an individual’s abilities and which dysfunctions should be addressed first.

268 Supplemental Table 1 displays four parameters within the IRT model, where the parameter
269  “difficulty (d)” is primarily reserved in parametric IRT models. As an illustration, the Rasch
270  model only estimates the “difficulty” parameter, and uses default values of a = 1 (moderate
271 discrimination), g = 0 (no guess), and u = 1 (completely carefulness). The parameters 6 and d can
272 be expressed numerically on the same scale, namely logit or the log-odds (the logarithm of the
273 frequency ratio of scored and non-scored items). Consequently, individual functional status can
274  be sorted by person abilities, and different items can be hierarchized according to item
275  difficulties. Moreover, person abilities and item difficulties can be compared on the same scale,
276 alowing for the identification of whether an item is relatively difficult (6 < d) or relatively easy
277 (6 > d) for a person with a certain ability level (6). The IRT model can also convert an ICF
278  Likert scale with ordinal response options into an equidistant scale(Prodinger et al, 2020).

279 The parameters, g and u, offer an opportunity to identify and address issues with the quality
280 of the ICF assessment scale. For instance, if a model reports an item with high guessing or
281  carelessness, the evaluators or clinical practices in the institution should audit certain functioning
282  evauation processes to improve the assessment quality.

283

284  The Scoring Principle: Sparse Scoring principle and Assigning by Functioning
285 The SSP and DSP principles are useful in different contexts, with the SSP being more
286  efficient and the DSP being more comprehensive, as shown in Figure 3. From an efficiency
287  perspective, the stratification principle of qualifiers aligns with the SSP, such as screening tools
288 (Table 3). In contrast, research tools with a large number of items and DSP can capture
289  functional limitations comprehensively. To strike a balance between sufficiency and efficiency, it
290 isrecommended to adopt more items in ICF core sets, while using SSP for detailed assessments
291  (Table 4). A recent study by Feng et al.(2022) extracted 118 categories of “b” and “d”
292  components from the ICF categories for stroke and used a dichotomous qualifying strategy
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293  (dysfunction = 0 or functioning = 1) for IRT modeling. The final Rasch-derived ICF scale
294  consisted of 45 items. This approach enabled ssmplified assessment of comprehensive ability
295 levelsand allowed for scoring of functional categories based on ICF qualifier scores. By utilizing
296  abinary response pattern, the approach may further enhance efficiency.

297 In terms of assignment scoring principles, the ABD principle and the ABF principle have no
298  difference in assessing an individual’s functional capacity. A reduction in dysfunction or an
299  improvement in functional level is typically considered an improvement result. However,
300 differences between the two principles become evident in IRT analyses and guiding treatment
301 plans. Thelogit value of item difficulty is the primary contradiction of evaluation and treatment
302 inrehabilitation services. The ABD principle presents a semantic dilemmain clinical thinking as
303 itindicates how difficult it isto disable a certain function. On the other hand, the ABF principle
304 alignswith the clinical treatment thinking process of improving functional capacity, and only the
305 logit value of an individual’s potential traits derived from the principle of ABF would reflect the
306 level of individua function. As assessment is in the service of treatment, researchers have
307 recommended adopting the ABF principle in future ICF studies(Feng, Jiang, Sun, and Lin, 2022;
308 Fenget al, 2022).

309

310 ThelRT-derived |CF Parsimonious Core Set and Wright Map

311 The ICF-based IRT questionnaire, constructed with the principles of sufficiency and
312  efficiency, uses a binary response pattern to increase efficiency. ABF scoring aligns with
313  difficulty parameter in the IRT modeling, and the resulting IRT-derived PCS has high internal
314  consistency and congtruct validity. This ICF PCS contains the most discriminable and minimal
315 items, making it ideal for a clinical-pragmatic approach. Empirical evidence from PCS
316  measurement tools, such as the stroke simplified IRT assessment tool (Feng, Jiang, Sun, and Lin,
317  2022), IRT-derived and ICF-based haemophiliac activity and participation assessment tool (Feng
318 et al, 2022), and ICF-based IRT assessment tool(Jiang et al, 2023) for children with cerebral
319  palsy, demonstrates its efficacy in assessing functional stages.

320 A novel approach to prioritizing daily activities intervention can be achieved by
321 understanding the difficulty levels of diverse functional activities. The Wright map, which plots
322 person abilities and item difficulties with the same unit (i.e., logit), orders the level of functional

323  ability of participants on the left side and the difficulty of functional categories on the right side
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324 (Figure 4 © 2022 John Wiley & Sons Ltd.). The most difficult functional categories are at the
325 top of the scale, while the easiest ones are at the bottom. Subjects with low functional ability
326  struggle with even the easiest activities, while those with higher functional ability experience no
327  difficulty performing body functions or activities.

328 Recent advancements in technology and data analytics enable the use of IRT-derived PCS
329 functioning outcome measures to personalize interventions that improve functioning and quality
330 of life. The Wright map provides evidence for customized rehabilitation goals by integrating
331  person abilities and item difficulties. Item difficulties can be used to estimate rehabilitation goals,
332 such asthe leve of difficulty in improving a specific function from a low stage to a high stage.
333  Additionally, several functioning properties can provide more proxy goals for rehabilitation
334  therapy.

335

336 Conclusion

337 The use of the IRT technique in ICF studies has highlighted a number of contradictions,
338 such as the trade-offs between efficiency and adequacy, comprehensiveness and precision,
339  assessment and treatment, and disability and health. In the context of humanism in healthcare,
340 the fundamental goal of function evaluation and treastment intervention must be to optimize
341 patient outcomes. To achieve this, we can consder the following suggestions through
342  comparative analysis: (1) Streamline the stratification of qualifiers to achieve efficient evaluation,
343  while increasing the number of scale items to ensure comprehensive assessment; (2) Adhere to
344  the principle of “assigning by functioning” when scoring items to promote clinical-relevant and
345 intuitive thinking in tailoring treatment plans; (3) Adoption of the Wright map (person-item
346  threshold map) might facilitate patient-oriented care according to person abilities and item
347  difficulties.
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Figurelegend
Figure 1. The Flow diagram of study selection.

Figure 2. Schematic diagram of the ICC curve.

The illustration of the effect of four parameter were respectively depicted on the shape of the
ICC (a= discrimination/slope, b = difficulty/location/threshold, g = pseudo-guessing/lower
asymptote, u = upper asymptote/slipping/pseudo-carel essness)

Figure 3. Exploration of efficiency and sufficiency in the research paradigm of the ICF-based
evaluation tools.

Figure 4. Personal ability and item difficulty constructed in the Wright map. The left column
illustrates the persona ability corresponding to the item difficulty in the right column © 2022
John Wiley & Sons Ltd.
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Table 1. Dense Stratification Principle and mor e itemsbased on the | CF-based IRT modeling

. Assigning
Author, ICF Items Candidate | Item | Sample Setting Response Options Collapse Strategy Principle Software
year ICFItem | bank | Size (A or D)
Haley et ICF Activity 58 41 477 Post-acute care Not at all/a NA A WINSTEPS
al., 2004 domains little/somewhat/a
lot/complete, can’t do
Farin et “d5 self-care”, 95 58 1019 Musculoskeletal No difficulty/mild NA A WINSTEPS
al., 2007 “d6 domestic disease, cardiac difficulty/moderate
life", “d4 disease, difficulty/severe
mobility”, neurology difficulty/impossible
MOSES Patient rehabilitation
Questionnaire
Farin et MOSES 58itemsof | 47 1019 | Musculoskeletal No difficulty/mild NA A WINSTEPS
al., 2009 Physician Moses- disease, cardiac difficulty/moderate
Questionnaire Patient disease, difficulty/severe
neurology difficulty/impossible
rehabilitation
Ballert et | ICF Core Setsfor 264 Not 1048 | Early post-acute ICF generic qudifier NA D R software
al., 2014 SCI Repor and long-term scale eRm
ted package
Tutelyan HF-1CF-60 60 60 500 Disability and No problem (0) to NA D RUMM?2030
etal., measure healthy extreme problem (5)
2014 respondents
[llum et ICF-CY 57 39 332 Children with ICF-CY generic qualifier NA D Andrich
al., 2015 disabilities scale Rating-Scale
Model;
Winsteps
3.74.0

SCI: Spinal cord injury

MOSES: Mohbility, Self-Care, and Domegtic Life
ICF-CY': International Classification of Functioning, Disability, and Health for Children and Y outh core set
RUMM: Rasch Unidimensional Measurement Model
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Assigning Principle:
A: Less assistance with higher scores (Ascending Scoring Principle);

D: Descending Scoring Principle (Higher disability with higher scores)

ICF generic qualifier scale:

0 =0-4% No problem,

1 =5-24% Mild problem,

2 = 25-49% Moderate problem,

3 =50-95% Severe problem,

4 = 96-100% Complete problem

8 = Not specified (used when there is insufficient information to quantify the extent of the problem)
9 = Not applicable (used to indicate when a category does not apply to a particular person)

ICF-CY generic qualifier scale:
1 = Child's ability is as expected for his or her age.
2 = Child has difficulties, but functioning is still in the expected range for hisor her age.

3 = Child needs help from another person with functions, activities, and participation.

4 = Child needs help and care; the child has only limited ability with respect to body functions, activities, and participation.

5 = Child is totally dependent on others for body functions, activities, and participation.
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Table 2. Dense Stratification Principleand L ess |tems based on the | CF-based |RT Modeling

. Assignin
Author, ICF Items Candidate, Item Sample Setting Response Options Collapse Prin%:i pltgaJ Software
year ICF Item | bank Size Strategy (A or D)
. Brief ICF Core , .
Prodinger Patients with RUMM
etal, o012 . Setfor 19 4 2% | Ebomyagia 01123 | D 2020
fibromyalgia
Reinhardt | ICF Generic 7 7 761 Muscul oskeletal, NA D RUMM
etal., Set categories neurological 2030
2016 health condition,
SCl and TBI
I1lum and ICF-CY 26 26 162 Parents of NA D Winsteps
Gradel, children with 3.74.0
2017 disability
[llum et ICF-CY 26 26 162 Parents of NA D Winsteps
al., 2018 children with 3.74.0
disability
Reinhardt | |ICF Generic 7 7 761 Muscul oskeletal, ICF generic qualifier NA D RUMM
etal., Set categories Neurological scae 2030
2016 health condition
Guoetd., | Activity and 4 4 103 Patients with NA D FACETS
2020 participation COPD (Minifac)
categoriesin 3.67.0
the brief ICF
core set for
COPD
Adults with OA 01123 D RUMM
who were either 2030
Alviaret | ICF core set waiting for hip or
a., 2012 for OA 32 25 316 knee arthroplasty

(pre-operative), or
within one year of
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surgery (post-
operative)
Jiaetd., SCl-related 31 28 112 Families of SCI NA RUMM
2020 ICF items patients 2030
Misajon Self-care, 23 23 210 Mobility Impact scale “no 011223 RUMM
eta., Mobility, impai rment o gct,, o trome 2020
2008 | Participation, mpact 10 " €x
Relationships, |mpa(‘:‘t ; Of DIStI’(ESS
Pallant et and 23 22 259 | Patients with OA Sgai fémgodds'titg tg NA RUMM
., 2009 P\s/yvglhlo:)(;?rl%al point scale (012345) 2020
Prodinger Mobility, Not No problem to NA RUMM
etal., Selfcare, 25 reported 2927 Stroke, RA, OA complete problem; 2030
2019 Domestic life 5-point scale (0-4)
N Time-Self NA Winsteps
FNSAL | rating ICF i . o Al | Notaallalitiela
201&'3’ environmental wiwithout lot/very much (1234)
factors mental disability
Tota NA RUMM
assistance/partial 2030
assistance/independent
Prodinger , bUt. need adapti_v_e
atal SCIM-SR 17 17 1549 Traumati cor devlces_ or specific
2016 nontraumatic SCI ~equi pment/
independent and do
not need adaptive
devices or specific
equipment

SCIM-SR: Spinal Cord Independence Measure — Self Report; TBI: traumatic brain injury ; COPD: chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; RA:
rheumatoid arthritis; OA: Osteoarthritis
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Table 3. Sparse Stratification Principle and Less Items based on the | CF-based IRT Modeling

_ Assigning
A;tegcr)r ’ ICF Items cl:ér;d:?: r;[qe Item bank Saér_r;péle Setting Response Options Collapse Strategy | Principle | Software
(Aor D)
Ostir et Home and 20 20 594 Inpatient Performance: “0 — Did not 3-level scoring A WINSTEPS
al. 2006 Community rehabilitation | participatein thislife situation”; system
Participation “1 — Participated monthly (once
every 3—4 weeks)”; “2 —
Participated bi-weekly (once
every 2 weeks)”; “3—
Participated weekly (14 days
per week)”; and “4 —
Participated daily/almost daily
(5 or more days per week)”
Pallant et | Mental functions, 23 23 169 Mobility Impact scale: “no impact” to 011112 D RUMM2020
al., 2006 | self-care, domestic impairment “extreme impact”, or Distress
life, mobility, scale: “no distress’ to “extreme
interpersonal distress’; 6-point scale (012345)
interactions &
relationships, major
life areas,
community, social,
and civic life
Mukaino | home environment 10 10 244 Individuals | Complete mismatch between the NA A RUMM?2030
etal., checklist with disability | individual’sability and home
2020 environment/Partial mismatch
between the individual’ s ability
and home environment/No
mismatch between the
individual’ s ability and home
environment/no need for a
gpecific environment; 3-point
scale (210)
Bagraith | LBP Core Set Self- 33 27 308 Adults with No difficulty/some NA D Winsteps
eta., Report Checklist chronic LBP difficulty/severe difficulty, (v3.92) with
2017 could not do; 3-point scale (012) JMLE
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. Assigning
A;g?r ’ ICF Items Clzé'lld:?gqe Item bank Saélr_r;p()ale Setting Response Options Collapse Strategy | Principle | Software
(Aor D)
Gao et Rehabilitation Set 28 28 515 Subacute or 01223 or 01112 D RUMM2030
al., 2021 chronic phase
recovery
Luo et ICF-CY with CHD 23 22 340 | Children aged 01122 A Version
al., 2022 | 1 year after surgery 3-6 years after 3.72.3
CHD surgery WINSEPS
Ciezaet | ICF Core Set of OA 38 74 437 OA from 01233, 01222, D RUMM
al., 2009 country- Germany, 01123, 01111, 2020
Fpecific Italy, 01122, 01123,
and 7 Hungary, 01233, 01222,
common Serbia, and 01112,
ICF Singapore
categories
Rauch et | Comprehensive ICF 24 Not 230 Not Reported environment: 1 D Conquest
al., 2009 Core Sets for RA Reported and -1 software
and AS
Algurén | Brief ICF Core Set 15 20 757 China, ICF generic qudifier scale 01122 D RUMM?2030
etal., for Stroke categories Germany,
2011 (6 country- Italy, and
common) Sweden
Yang et Brief ICF core st 43 30 158 Routinely Environmental D WINSTEPS
al., 2014 for breast cancer referred after factors: 012
breast cancer
treatment
Bostan et Activitiesand 22 Capacity 296 CWP, LBP, 01122, D RUMM2030
al., 2014 Participation ICF scale: 16 OA, OP and environmental
categories items; RA factors: -1 0 +1
Performan
cescale:
18 items;
Environme
ntal: 13
items
Okachi Basic mobility, 33 8 4424 | Personsover | Person performed thetask (1) or NA A RUMMZ2030
etal., walking 65 yearsold not (0).
2013
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LBP: low back pain; CHD: congenital heart disease
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Table 4 Sparse Stratification Principle and M ore Items based on the | CF-based |RT Modeling

: Assigning
Author, ICE Items Candidate | Item Sample Setting Rasponse Collapse Principle Software
year ICF Item | bank Size Options Strategy (A or D)
Uhliget | Comprehensive ICF 78 73 25 Outpatient ICF generic Qualifiers: 5t0 3, D RUMM 2020
al., 2007 Core Set for RA qualifier scale environmental
rheumatoid arthritis factors: 9to 3
Ciezaet | ASrelated ICFitem 68 64 111 Not ICF generic 01233 D RUMM2020
al., 2009 Reported qualifier scale
Reoeet | Comprehensve ICF 78 59 118 Acute, ICF generic 01123, 00123; D RUMM 2020
al., 2009 | Core Setfor LBP subacuteor | qualifier scale environmental
chronic factors: 012
Hilfiker | Comprehensive ICF 78 Not 61 Not ICF generic 01222, 01111, D RUMM 2020
etal., Core Set for LBP Reported Reported qualifier scale 01122, -1-1-1-
2009 or modified 101122
qualifier scale
(0,1,890r -
1,0,1,8,9)
Kurtai . Outpatient .
etal, | Comprehensive CF 55 a4 100 | kneeandor | 'CEOEC | G11on 1111 D RUMM2030
core set for OA . qualifier scale
2011 hip OA
Bostan et | LBP, breast cancer, 194 Not 361 Patients ICF generic 01122 D RUMM2020
al., 2012 and stroke ICF Reported with LBP, qualifier scale
items breast
cancer, and
stroke
Roe et Comprehensive ICF 78 Not 972 Acute, ICF generic 00001,01122,000 D RUMM?2020
al., 2013 Core Set for LBP Reported subacute or qualifier scale | 12,01122,00123,0
chronic 0122,00011,0123
3,01223
Ballert et | Brief ICF Core Sets 64 Not 1048 Early post- | No problem or NA D ConQuest and
al., 2014 for Spinal Cord Reported acute and not applicable R
long-term | (0), problem (1)
health care
Kiltzet | Comprehensive ICF 251 17 1752 Not Dichotomous NA D RUMM 2030
al., 2015 Core Set for AS Reported item
Lietal., ICF-SCIN 65 61 140 Not ICF generic 01112 D RUMM 2030
2016 Reported qualifier scale
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Mdaller PaArticular Scales 105 24 items 191 Individuals 0 for 0112, 0111 R2.152
M, etal., for the ingeriatric | ‘‘noproblem’’,
2016 Activitie care 1 for “‘mild to
S moderate
scaleand problem’’, 2 for
11 items ‘‘severe
for the problem’” and 3
Participat for *‘complete
ion scale problem’”’
Feng et 118 stroke-related 118 45 130 Inpatient 11000 R (mokken
al., 2022 | ICFitems (59 items stroke and Itm
in b and d domains) package)
Feng et 31 haemophilic- 112 31 70 Haemophili ICF generic 10000 R4.1.0
al., 2022 | specific activity and acs e . (mokken and
Lo qualifier scale; .
participation ICF Functioning/dis mirt package)
items ability (1/0)
Jiang et 34itemsinb 92 67 150 Children 10000 R (mokken
al., 2023 domain and 58 with CP and Itm
itemsind domain package)
Oude ICF domestic life 72 41 1128 Outpatient 3-point NA Mokken R-
Voshaar chapter populations package,
etal., Rasch model
2017 (PCM)

RA: rheumatoid arthritis; ICF-SCIN: ICF set for spinal cord injury nursing; CP: cerebral palsy
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