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Abstract

Background: Hypertrophic obstructive cardiomyopathy (HOCM) is a serious and
complex chronic disease severely affecting patients’ daily lives and health-related quality of
life (HRQoL). The psychometric performance of generic preference-based instruments has
not been compared in Chinese patients with HOCM. We aimed to identify an applicable
vehicle to determine HRQoL and explore the psychometric properties of SF-6Dv2 and EQ-
5D-5L in adults with HOCM. The interchangeability of the tools in cost-utility analysis was
also investigated. Methods: We collected data from 131 patients with HOCM from the First
Affiliated Hospital of Zhengzhou University, China. Assessments were performed on the day
of admission and three and six months after discharge using SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L. The
responses were converted to utility values using the corresponding Chinese value sets. The
tool distributions were explored, and the floor and ceiling effects were analyzed. The
agreement was assessed using intra-class correlation coefficients (ICCs) and Bland—Altman
plots. Convergent validity was tested using Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient. Known
group validity was measured across various clinical and sociodemographic indicators using
relative efficiency (RE) statistics. Results: The mean utility scores for SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-
5L at baseline and 6-month follow-up were 0.61, 0.62, 0.736, and 0.797, respectively. The
EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2 distribution scores showed no normality. EQ-5D-5L was more
sensitive to changes over time and showed a moderate to good correlation with the SF-6Dv2
(ICC: 0.598-0.862). The instruments’ agreement and convergent validity worsened in
patients with a higher New York Heart Association (NYHA) cardiac function classification
and lower general health status. SF-6Dv2 showed higher relative efficiency statistics and a
greater ability to distinguish external health status. Conclusions: The measured results can be

used for future cost-utility analyses. SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L presented different results and
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should not be used interchangeably. SF-6Dv2 is optimal for detecting differences between

subgroups with various health states.

Keywords: SF-6Dv2, EQ-5D-5L, HOCM, Health-related quality of life

Introduction

Hypertrophic cardiomyopathy (HCM), distinguished by left ventricular myocardial
hypertrophys, is a class of cardiac disorders caused by genetic factors. It often has an
autosomal inheritance pattern due to variants in the genes encoding myosin (or myosin-
associated genes) or may have an unknown genetic etiology [1]. The main feature of
hypertrophic obstructive cardiomyopathy (HOCM) is a left ventricular outflow tract pressure
difference of at least 30 mmHg at rest or with provocation. It accounts for approximately
70% of all HCM patients [2]. Currently, the prevalence of HCM in China is 0.076%, and the
mortality rate of HCM patients is as high as 3.38% [3]. HOCM is the main cause of sudden
cardiac death in adolescents and athletes and is closely related to heart failure and stroke in
older patients [4,5]. Typical symptoms include exertional dyspnea and weakness, chest pain,
and palpitations, which tremendously impact patients’ physical health and health-related
quality of life (HRQoL) [6]. Parallel to this, HOCM is closely related to considerable
expenditures on healthcare and imposes an enormous financial burden on global health
budgets [7].

In order to provide evidence support for decision-makers to allocate limited resources
among competing healthcare programs appropriately, cost-utility analysis (CUA) is
incrementally being used. Quality-adjusted life years (QALY's) are health outcome indicators

in CUA, which combines years of survival with utility values [8]. Utility scores are usually
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expressed as a value from 0 to 1, where 1 represents perfect health and 0 represents death;
they can also be negative, reflecting a disease situation worse than death. A series of
universal health scales (multi-attribute utility instruments [MAUIs]) have been developed
internationally to measure health utility values. Among the multitude of generic preference-
based scales, the EuroQoL Five-Dimension (EQ-5D) from the European Society of Quality
of Life [EuroQoL Group] along with the Short Form Six-Dimension (SF-6D) obtained based
on the Short Form 36-item [SF-36] are among the most popular [9].

EQ-5D, developed by the EuroQol Group, is the most commonly used MAUIs
worldwide. Compared to the original version of EQ-5D-3L, which contains only three
response levels for each dimension, EQ-5D-5L offers five levels per dimension and lower
ceiling effects when conducting a survey among the population [10]. The SF-6D scale is
second only to the EQ-5D. Moreover, because the SF-6D scale dimension level setting is
more abundant and sensitive, it is more suitable for chronic diseases where the clinical
symptoms are not obvious. Compared with SF-6D, SF-6Dv2 has a much broader scoring
range and addresses the problem of descriptive systems [11]. Differences in the structure and
valuation of different instruments may give rise to various estimates of the identical “health
state” for the same individual, which results in discrepancies in utility and healthcare-related
decision-making. Therefore, it is crucial to measure the utility of HOCM patients using these
two well-known instruments and to compare the psychometric properties of measurements
and interchangeability.

Comparisons of the properties of SF-6D and EQ-5D measurements have already been
validated for several diseases, including depressive symptoms and fibromyalgia [12,13].
However, no studies have compared health utility values based on Chinese HOCM patients
using EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2. Therefore, we aimed to estimate the utility of Chinese

patients with HOCM using EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2. Furthermore, we evaluated whether
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100 EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2 revealed similar empirical estimates of health-related utility and
101  interchangeability in patients with HOCM.

102

103 Material and methods

104  EQ-5D-5L

105 The EQ-5D-5L consists of two parts: a questionnaire section and the EuroQoL-visual
106  analog scale (EQ-VAS). The questionnaire contained five dimensions, each with five severity
107  levels: no problem, mild, moderate, severe, and very severe [14]. Thus, 3125 (5 x5 x5 x 5 x
108 5 x 5) different health states described by the EQ-5D-5L questionnaire can be calculated, of
109  which 11111 are the best health states (perfectly healthy) and 55555 are the worst state of
110  health. The EQ-5D-5L utility value integral system converts a patient’s health status into

111 health utility value. A Time-trade off (TTO) approach was employed to develop Chinese EQ-
112 5D-5L utility values ranging from —0.391(55555) to 1(11111). Furthermore, the EQ-VAS

113 indicates the patient's subjective rating of self-reported health state on the day being

114  interviewed, with a vertical length of 20 cm, starting at 100 (the best health imaginable) and
115  ending at O (the worst health imaginable) [15]. The value of the EQ-VAS was converted to 0-

116 1 to facilitate comparison.

117
118  SF-6Dv2
119 The SF-6Dv2 serves a broader range of dimensions than the EQ-5D-5L, of which

120  only ten items in the SF-36 have been reclassified into six items, each dimension
121 corresponding to one item [16]. All the dimensions except pain domains (six levels) had five

122 levels, yielding a total of 18,750 (=5 x 5 x5 x 6 x 5 x 5 x 5) health conditions [17]. We use
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123 the set of Chinese tariff values developed for SF-6Dv2 by the TTO method, which has a
124  range of values from -0.277 (555,655)to 1 (111,111).

125

126 Sampling and data collection

127 Participants were patients with HOCM who were hospitalized at the First Affiliated
128  Hospital of Zhengzhou University between 1 June 2021 and 31 October 2022. Patient

129  demographic characteristics and disease-related data, including age, sex, work and marital
130  status, educational background, body mass index (BMI), and left ventricular ejection fraction
131  (LVEF), were completed by the patient or extracted from the inpatient electronic medical

132 records.

133 The inclusion criteria were supposed to be in accordance with the following: 1)

134  consistent with the diagnosis of hypertrophic obstructive cardiomyopathy, and 2) the

135  completed scale contained no missing data. Patients were excluded if they 1) were under 18
136  years old, 2) refused to sign the informed consent form, or 3) had other serious illnesses or
137  psychological disorders that prevented them from understanding the contents of the

138  questionnaire. Eligible respondents were interviewed face-to-face on the day of admission by
139  aresearch assistant who underwent a 1-day uniform professional training before the study
140  started. After filling in the questionnaire, a second research assistant verified that the

141  questionnaire was complete and that no items were missing. Following discharge, the patient
142 was contacted by phone three and six months later. Upon completion of the questionnaire, the
143  patients uploaded and returned the results.

144 The study protocol was approved by the University of Zhengzhou Ethics Committee
145  (registration number 2021-KY-0943-002), and all participants provided written informed

146  consent before participating in the research. This study adhered to the tenets of the 1975

147  Declaration of Helsinki (Tokyo revision, 2004).
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148

149  Statistics analysis

150 The baseline demographic statistics described continuous and categorical variables
151  using mean, standard deviation, and frequency, respectively. Overall quality of life (QOL)
152  indices were calculated and compared for the SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L questionnaires at three
153  time points: on the day of admission and three and six months after discharge. A histogram
154  represented the distributions of the two instruments. Normality tests were conducted using
155  the skewness and kurtosis values. Because of the highly skewed distribution of the index

156  scores, the Wilcoxon signed-rank test for differences between the index scores of the two

157  measurements was used. In contrast, the Kruskal-Wallis test was used for comparisons

158  between the index scores of the participants’ characteristic groups. One-way ANOVA was
159  applied to measure changes in New York Heart Association (NYHA) cardiac function classes
160  during follow-up. Ceiling and floor effects were measured by computing the percentage of
161  respondents who received the highest or lowest scores in each field. The minimally important
162  difference (MID) is often applied to explain patient-approved minimum clinical effectiveness
163  questionnaire score changes reflecting HRQoL. The treatment is clinically significant when
164  the score change reaches the MID threshold. In a previous study, the average MID values of
165  the SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L were 0.041 and 0.074, respectively [18]. Intraclass correlation
166  coefficients (ICCs) were calculated for the SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L instruments to assess
167  agreement, which was reported as a two-way random and absolute agreement with a single
168  metric model: ICC lies within 0.5-0.75 for moderate, 0.75-0.9 for good and more than 0.9 for
169  excellent. Bland—Altman plots were used to explore the degree of consistency between the
170  two utility scores [19]. Convergent validity is the degree to which the results correlate when
171 different measures are utilized to measure similar characteristics, such as anxiety/depression

172 on the EQ-5D-5L and mental health on the SF-6Dv2. Convergent validity was evaluated by
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173 calculating Spearman’s correlation (p) coefficient between the domains of the two
174  instruments. The strength of the Spearman correlation was rated as weak for less than 0.3,
175  strong for more than 0.5, and moderate for in-between [20]. Known-group validity refers to
176  the ability of two instruments to distinguish between each respondent’s characteristic group
177 by calculating the average utility value for each measure and comparing them [21]. We
178  examined how well SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L detected differences in the indices of external
179  health based on the relative efficiency (RE) statistic. The RE is defined as the ratio of the
180  square of the t-statistic of the comparison tool to the reference tool [22]. A value > 1.0
181  represents, when determining differences in health-related external indicators, EQ-5D-5L
182  performs better than SF-6Dv2, while a value < 1.0 illustrates that the EQ-5D-5L performs
183  less efficiently than SF-6Dv2.
184 Statistical analyses were performed using the SPSS, IBM Statistics software, version
185  22.0. In all statistical tests, p-values less than 0.01 were assumed to be statistically

186  significant.

187

188 Results

189 Characteristics of the study sample

190 Four of the 135 participants died during the follow-up period. As their questionnaires
191  were incomplete, they were excluded from the sample. Consequently, 131 patients with

192 HOCM were included in this study. Participants’ sociodemographic and clinical

193  characteristics at baseline are displayed in Tables 1 and 2, who were 53.4 years old, and most
194  patients with HOCM were male, accounting for 55.7%, and 91.6% of patients were married.
195  The mean body mass index (BMI) was 25.8 kg/m?. NYHA functional class III was present in

196  53.4% of the patients, and the LVEF ranged from 29% to 79%, with an average of 64.4%.
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197  We observed statistically significant differences in the NYHA cardiac function classification
198  on the day of admission and at three and six months after discharge (p<0.01).
199

200 Table 1. Baseline characteristics

Characteristics Total (n=131)
Age, mean (SD) 53.4(12.1)
BMI, mean (SD) 25.8(3.2)
EF%, mean (SD) 64.4(5.66)

EQ-5D-5L utility, mean (SD) 0.62(0.28)
SF-6Dv2 utility, mean (SD)  0.61(0.19)

EQ-VAS score, mean (SD) 0.62(0.18)

201  SD: Standard deviation BMI: Body Mass Index; EF: Ejection Fraction; EQ-5D-5L: 5-level
202  EuroQol 5-dimension; SF-6Dv2: Short Form Six-Dimension (version 2); EQ-VAS: EuroQol-
203  Visual Analog Scale (EQ-VAS)

204

205 Table 2. Known-groups validity of SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L

Ratio% EQ-5D-5L p SF-6Dv2 p RE"
Gender Mean SD 0.88 Mean SD 0.10 0.01
Female 443 0.623  0.277 0.583  0.206
Male 55.7 0.615 0.290 0.639 0.166
Annual <0.01 <0.0 0.77
household 1
income
<5K 24.4 0.450 0.299 0.490 0.178
SK-1W 10.7 0.706  0.251 0.569 0.188
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IW-5W 25.2 0.674 0.282 0.652 0.153

SW-10W 19.8 0.661 0.253 0.679 0.178

10W-20W 9.9 0.752  0.189 0.716  0.210

>20W 9.9 0.579 0.266 0.641 0.118

Employment 0.10 <0.0 0.34
status 1
Employed 32.8 0.690 0.254 0.694 0.156

Retired 9.9 0.509 0.328 0.611 0.187

Unemployed 57.3 0.596 0.285 0.569 0.189

Education 0.98 0.11 0.03
Primary or 29.0 0.602 0.255 0.552  0.180

below

Junior high 41.2 0.624 0.286 0.629 0.182

school

Senior high 18.3 0.625 0.341 0.654 0.194

school

College or 11.5 0.627 0.270 0.654 0.182

above

Marital status 0.90 0.86 0.76
Divorced 1.5 0.763  0.254 0.554 0.409

Married 91.6 0.619 0.285 0.619 0.185

Unmarried 3.1 0.554 0.407 0.564 0.195

Widow 3.8 0.605 0.189 0.552  0.178

10
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NYHA <0.01 <0.0 1.23
functional 1

class

I 7.6 0.868 0.089 0.848 0.091

I 22.9 0.784 0.135 0.688 0.186

I 53.4 0.608 0.247 0.588 0.171

v 16 0.296 0.315 0.484 0.121
Comorbidities 0.87 0.72  0.22
>2 51.1 0.623  0.304 0.620 0.185

0-2 48.9 0.614 0.264 0.608 0.188

Current 0.03 0.64 1.39
smoking

Yes 17.6 0.722  0.233 0.676  0.165

NO 82.4 0.596 0.289 0.601 0.189

*Relative efficiency value of the F-statistics of one-way ANOVA (F-statistics EQ-5D-5L/ F-
statistics SF-6Dv2). NYHA, New York Heart Association; EQ-5D-5L, 5-level EuroQol 5-

dimension; SF-6Dv2, Short Form Six-Dimension (version 2)

Comparison

As shown in Fig 1, the scores from the baseline and follow-up measurements were not
normally distributed. The distribution of EQ-5D-5L as a starting point and follow-up was
highly left-skewed compared to SF-6Dv2. The most frequently distributed combinations of
SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L at baseline were 421111 and 11121. The mean utility scores of SF-
6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L at baseline were 0.61 and 0.62, respectively. The minimum and

maximum values generated from the EQ-5D-5L were -0.182 and 1.0, respectively, while the

11
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217  SF-6Dv2 measured —0.277 and 0.962 at its minimum and maximum, respectively. In EQ-5D-
218 5L, alow ceiling effect of 3 (2.3%) was observed. The EQ-VAS measured two (1.5%)
219  participants in optimum health. No instruments produced a floor effect. Over a 3-month
220  follow-up, the mean utility of EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2 was 0.849 (range: —0.391 to 1.0) and
221 0.769 (range: —0.277 to 1.0), respectively (p = 0.000). The floor and ceiling effects of EQ-
222 5D-5L were 2 (1.5%) and 36 (27.5%), respectively, while those of SF-6Dv2 were 2 (1.5%)
223 and 9 (6.9%), respectively. According to the EQ-VAS score, eleven individuals (8.4 %)
224  obtained the best possible health. The 6-month follow-up revealed the following: the mean
225  utility values of EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2 were 0.797 and 0.736 (p = 0.000), respectively. The
226  range of values of the two measurements was the same as for the follow-up in March. The
227  floor and ceiling effects of EQ-5D-5L were 1 (0.8%) and 35 (26.7%), respectively, whereas
228  those of SF-6Dv2 were 1 (0.8%) and 8 (6.1%), respectively; and 14 (10.7%) people achieved
229  the highest EQ-VAS scores.
230
231 Fig 1 Distribution of EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2. (A) Distribution of EQ-5D-5L at baseline;
232 (B) Distribution of EQ-5D-5L at 3-month follow-up; (C) Distribution of EQ-5D-5L at 6-
233 month follow-up; (D) Distribution of EQ-5D-5L at baseline; (E) Distribution of EQ-5D-5L at
234 3-month follow-up; (F) Distribution of EQ-5D-5L at the 6-month follow-up. EQ-5D-5L: 5-

235  level EuroQol 5-dimension. SF-6Dv2: Short-Form Six-Dimensions (Version 2)

236

237  Agreement

238 The overall agreement for the SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L in utility scores at baseline
239  was moderate (ICC = 0.598). The ICCs at the 3- and 6-month follow-ups indicate good
240  agreement when comparing EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2 index scores (S1 Table). The Bland—

241 Altman plots in Fig 2a show an average difference of 0.004, with a wide range of agreement

12
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242 from —0. 418 to 0.427 between the ED-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2 index scores. Consequently, the
243 EQ-5D-5L measurement was 35, which was 9% less or 58% larger than the measurement by
244 SF-6Dv2 for 95% of individuals. SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L had a large discrepancy for lower
245  utility values, with high variation between the two instruments depending on the patient’s
246  health status. For better health, EQ-5D-5L produced higher scores, while for poorer health,
247  SF-6Dv2 yielded higher scores. The 3-month follow-up period is shown in Fig 2b. The
248  indicator scores for EQ-5D-5L exceeded those for SF-6Dv2, with an average difference of
249  0.080 in 77.1% of observations. At the 6-month follow-up, as shown in Fig 2c, more than
250  70.2% of the EQ-5D-5L utility scores outperformed the SF-6Dv2 utility scores, with a mean
251  difference of 0.061. The limits of the agreement ranged from —0.208 to 0.330.
252
253  Fig 2. Bland—Altman plots of the difference in utility values of EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2.
254  (A) At baseline; (B) at the 3-month follow-up; and (C) at the 6-month follow-up. EQ-5D-5L.:
255  5-level EuroQol 5-dimension. SF-6Dv2: Short Form Six-Dimension (version 2)
256
257 A mean difference at the baseline of 0.082 was found between SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-
258 5L, which is lower than the recommended MID of 0.041 for SF-6D and 0.074 for EQ-5D. Fig
259  2c shows a mean difference of 0.080 between SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L, similar to the MID of
260  EQ-5D but greater than the MID of SF-6D. The result of SF-6Dv2 versus EQ-5D-5L was
261 0.061, which was lower than the MID of EQ-5D; however, it was greater than the MID of
262  SF-6D. It is possible that these instruments cannot be interchanged because of their clinical
263  significance.

264

265 Convergent validity

13
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266 The correlations between the SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L dimensions based on the self-
267  reported health of the patients are presented in Table 3. Except for the dimension of self-care
268  (EQ-5D-5L), most correlations between SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L at baseline were moderate
269  to weak. Indeed, the highest correlation at baseline and 3-month follow-up between the
270  Anxiety/Depression (EQ-5D-5L) and Mental Health (SF-6Dv2) dimensions was 0.86 and
271 0.85, followed closely by the Role Limitation (SF-6Dv2) and Usual Activities (EQ-5D-5L)
272 dimensions. Stronger correlations were observed at the 6-month follow-up, at which point
273 convergent validity between similar dimensions was evident: Self-Care and Physical
274  Function (0.41) and Self-Care and Role Limitation (0.41). The correlation for each dimension
275  tended to be moderate to strong. Overall, the SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L utilities were highly
276  correlated at baseline (rho = 0.709), 3-month follow-up (rho = 0.772), and 6-month follow-up
277  (rho=0.792).

278

279  Table 3. Spearman correlations among the EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2 domains

SF-6Dv2

ED-5D-5L Physical Role Social Pain Mental  Vitality

function limitation function health
At baseline
Mobility 0.53%#* 0.527%* 0.49%** -0.04  0.25%* 0.29%*
Self-care 0.19* 0.19%* 0.24%* 0.10 -0.01 0.12
Usual activities 0.66** 0.71%* 0.57** 0.04 0.40%** 0.45%*
Pain/discomfort 0.45%* 0.44%* 0.32%* 0.22*%  0.32%* 0.38%*
Anxiety/Depressed 0.34%* 0.35%* 0.25%* 0.28** 0.86** 0.45%*
At 3-month follow-up
Mobility 0.58#* 0.57%* 0.60** 0.16 0.29%** 0.30%*
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Self-care 0.327%* 0.29%** 0.37%* 0.37%*% (0.32%** 0.26%*
Usual activities 0.59%* 0.60%* 0.52%* 0.18%  0.31** 0.32%x*
Pain/discomfort 0.40%* 0.45%* 0.26%* 0.45%*% (0.39** 0.46%*
Anxiety/Depressed 0.20* 0.34%* 0.20* 0.26** (0.85%%* 0.46**

At 6-month follow-up

Mobility 0.63%* 0.56%* 0.49%* 0.43%% (.24** 0.50%%*
Self-care 0.41%* 0.41%* 0.49%* 0.24%* (.28** 0.36%*
Usual activities 0.68%* 0.60%* 0.43%* 0.28%* 0.36** 0.49%*
Pain/discomfort 0.63** 0.58%* 0.41%* 0.58%* (.42%** 0.66%*
Anxiety/Depressed 0.52%* 0.51%* 0.49%* 0.26*%* 0.59** 0.54%%*

280  SD: Standard deviation RE: relative efficiency **p< 0.01 (two-tailed) EQ-5D-5L: 5-level
281  EuroQol 5-dimension; SF-6Dv2: Short Form Six-Dimension (version 2)

282

283 External validity

284 SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L can distinguish between known group validity (Table 2). As
285  measured by the SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L, participants who were less educated, unmarried,
286  retired, or unemployed, had comorbidities < 2, and higher NYHA classification tended to
287  have lower average utility. Additionally, EQ-5D-5L was considerably more efficient

288  concerning NYHA functional class (RE = 1.23) and current smoking (RE = 1.39). At the

289  same time, SF-6Dv2 performed better concerning sex (RE = 0.01), annual household income
290 (RE =0.77), employment status (RE = 0.34), education (RE = 0.03), marital status (RE =
291  0.76), and comorbidities (RE = 0.22).

292

293 Discussion
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294 This study compared the changes over time between the generic health status
295  questionnaires SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L in patients with HOCM. To the best of our
296  knowledge, this is the first study to compare EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2 instruments in patients
297  with HOCM. A 6-month follow-up allowed us to investigate the sensitivity of the two scales
298  to changes in health status. As reported above, SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L displayed some
299  parallels with respect to the ability to detect trends in the changes in health utility values.
300 However, the absolute amounts of measured utility values were not identical. The two scales
301 had similar average utility values at baseline. However, at the subsequent follow-up visit,
302  when the physical function was better than SF-6Dv2, EQ-5D-5L generally showed higher
303 utility in the same patient. These results were consistent with a recent study comparing the
304  two instruments [23,24]. A previous study comparing EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv?2 in breast
305 cancer patients indicated that the utility value of EQ-5D-5L exceeded that of SF-6Dv2, which
306 also agreed with our findings [25]. The percentage change from the baseline in the EQ-5D-5L
307  questionnaire was higher. It is reasonable to assume that EQ-5D-5L is more responsive to
308 change than SF-6Dv2. This might be partly attributed to the different dimensions covered by
309 the two scales and the different utility ranges corresponding to each measure. The ceiling
310 effect of EQ-5D-5L was evident as the NYHA cardiac function class improved after
311  discharge. Our follow-up results showed a higher ceiling effect [26]. The disease’s morbidity
312  level is thought to be a possible factor influencing the ceiling effect in EQ-5D [27].
313  Numerous previous studies have proven the ceiling effect of EQ-5D-5L [28,29]. These results
314  suggest that an instrument with higher ceiling effects is ineffective in differentiating
315 relatively better health conditions. However, neither EQ-5D-5L nor SF-6Dv2 showed floor
316  effects. As an explanation, most patients received regular treatment on the day of admission

317  accompanied by their family members, which led to improvements in the physical

318 impairment and mental symptoms caused by the disease. In contrast, the SF-6Dv2 involved
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319 the period over the previous four weeks and presumably had a recall bias that prevented
320 patients from accurately perceiving physical discomfort and mental impairment within the
321  specified time of the instrument. After the patient was discharged from the hospital at the end
322  of the intervention, due to home care and regular re-examination of chronic diseases, the
323  assessment of the patient’s worst self-health status was further reduced. There is no
324  consensus on a methodology for comparing the utility scores of different MAUIs. Owing to
325 the lack of a distinct reference standard for basic preference measures assessing health
326  outcomes, we compared the combination of indicators concerned with correlation,
327  consistency, convergent validity, and known group validity.
328 The ICC between the utility scores of the two tools can be observed to be moderate to
329  good, similar to previous findings [30,31]. Nevertheless, the agreement of the instruments
330 tended to worsen in patients with a higher NYHA cardiac function classification and poorer
331  disease, that is, patients with lower general health status. Similar findings have been found in
332 other studies, with low consistency between the EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2 in the lower health
333  state and vice versa [32,33]. In addition, the Bland—Altman plots showed that the 95% levels
334  of agreement for both SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L utilities were higher than the recommended
335  threshold of minimal clinically important difference, implying that clinically significant
336  differences existed between utilities; therefore, the specific tools could not be regarded as
337 interchangeable. Thus, the findings may vary depending on the scale used.
338 Surprisingly, the “pain” domain at baseline was an exception (rho = 0. 22), which is
339  in contrast to the results of other studies that concluded that the correlation was strongest in
340 the area of pain [34,35]. An important consideration for inconsistencies is that pain is not the
341  most prominent symptom of HOCM. As expected, the two questionnaires correlated well in

342  similar domains with improved health status, especially six months after discharge. Hence,

343  when participants possessed better physical function, the construct validity was supported by
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344  ahigh degree of convergence. In line with this, the phenomenon frequently appears in the
345  academic literature on the topic of this study. As described below, when describing
346  dimensions across comparable tools or representing the same concept owing to their names,
347  there is a risk that it may lead to inaccurate conclusions [36]. When describing dimensions
348  across instruments as similar or representing the same concept based on their names, there is
349  arisk that it may lead to incorrect conclusions.
350 We validated the known group validity of both SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L. The RE data
351  showed that the SF-6Dv2 had higher discriminatory efficiency than the EQ-5D-5L version
352 for sociodemographic characteristics other than the NYHA classification and whether they
353  are currently smoking. SF-6Dv2 displayed better construct validity than EQ-5D-5L in a
354  similar study [9]. The reason for the greater efficiency level of SF-6Dv2 in recognizing
355 health-related external indicators may be associated with the features of a more detailed
356  system of description, such as physical function and role limitation dimensions [37].
357  However, further research is required to understand these underlying reasons better.
358 This study fills a data gap in measuring utility values in Chinese patients with HOCM
359  using EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2. Its main advantage is the absence of missing data due to
360 thorough follow-up, which makes the results realistic and reliable. Another advantage of this
361  study is that the EQ-5D-5L and SF-6Dv2 value sets were calculated using the Chinese tariff,
362  which can precisely describe the characteristics of Chinese people. These results can be used
363  for future cost-utility and value analyses. The first limitation of this study was the limited
364  sample size and the single-center design. However, it should be considered that hypertrophic
365  obstructive cardiomyopathy is rare and has a relatively low prevalence. Thus, caution should
366  be exercised when making straightforward generalizations and extrapolating the results.

367  Moreover, the questionnaire was completed at baseline using face-to-face interviews and self-

368  reports at follow-up, which may have affected the final validity to a certain degree. Finally,
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369  considering that only a few health-related external indicators were examined, a more
370  comprehensive assessment of the content of the health survey should be conducted in the

371  future.

372

373 Conclusions

374 The data from Chinese patients with HOCM suggest that the different results obtained
375  for SF-6Dv2 and EQ-5D-5L in the context of CUA were different. Researchers should decide
376  to compare instruments with one another depending on the severity of the problems typically
377  encountered in each area of the disease under study. Notably, considering the distribution

378  advantage, ceiling effect, and discriminant validity, the SF-6Dv2 is appropriate for evaluating
379  patients with HOCM.

380
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