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Abstract

Background: To ensure resources invested into services are commensurate with benefit, economists
utilise various methods to assess value of life. Understanding the performance of these methods in
older populationsis crucial, particularly in low-and-middle-income countries (LMICs), where the
majority of older people will live by 2030. Value of Statistical Life Years(VSLY) iswidely used in
cost-benefit analyses but rarely been in LMICsor in older people.

Objective: This study aimed to investigate the hypothesis that frailty would be associated with a
lower VSLY in participantsin rural Burkina Faso, when controlling for factorsfound in other sudies
likely to affect VSLY, such as socio-demographics, multimorbidity, quality of life, and disability.
Methods: The study included 3,988 adults aged 40 years and older from a population-representative
household survey done in Nouna, Burkina Faso. Data were collected on sociodemographic
characterigtics, chronic medical conditions, quality of life, disability, physical performance, and
VSLY. Frailty status was derived using Fried’ s frailty phenotype. Bivariate analyses investigated the
association between quintilesof VSLY and frailty. To explore modification of associations by other
variables, we built sequential binary logistic regression models comparing each quintile of VSLY
with thefirgt (lowest) quintile. Modelsincluded frailty category, age, sex, marital status, educational
attainment, and wealth. We sequentially added quality of life, multimorbidity, and disability.

Results: Of 2,761 survey participants included in this analysis, 51.4% were female. Average age was
54.5 years (with 70.0% aged 40-59 years), 24.8% of respondents reported being alone, and 84.5% had
not completed education. In bivariate analyses, we found a significant negative association between
higher VSLY and frailty, increasing age, disability, and quality of life. Conversely, being male,
married, and educated were positively associated with higher VSLY . The negative association
between VSLY and frailty remained significant after adjusting for age, gender, education, wealth,
quality of life, disability, and multimorbidity (odds of being frail for VSLY quintile 5 vsquintile 1
was 0.48, 95% CI 0.37-0.64 for the fully adjusted model). Furthermore, effect of age, education, and

weathon VSLY became non-significant once frailty was included in the model.
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Conclusion: Thereis astrong relationship between the value that older people place on their lives and
their frailty status. Frailty tatusisimportant to consider when assessing VSLY, especially in LMICs

in which there is arapidly growing older population.
Key words

Frailty, value of datistical life years, older population, aging, Burkina Faso, low- and middle-income

countries

Key Points for Decision Makers

e Thisstudy exploresthe relationship between frailty and the Value of Statistical Life Years
(VSLY) inolder adultsin rural Burkina Faso, representing the first such investigation in any
setting.

e Theresearch reveals a strong and significant association between frailty and lower VSLY,
even after adjusting for variables like age, multimorbidity, and quality of life.

e These findings emphasize the importance of considering frailty status in the application of
VSLY in cost-benefit analyses, particularly for interventions targeting older adultsin Low-

and Middle-Income Countries.
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1. Introduction

To ensure that resources invested into services are commensurate with their benefit, economists have
utilised various methods to assess the value of life. As populations age, it isimportant that the
performance of these methods is understood in older people. Thisis especialy the case for older
populations living in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs), given that by 2030, the majority of
the world’ s older people are expected to be living in LMICs[1]. The Value of Statistical Life Years
(VSLY) approach has consistently calculated human life as being far more valuable than alternative
methods of cost-benefit analyses (CBAS) such as‘value of lost earnings’ or the World Hedlth
Organization’s (WHO) cogt-effectiveness threshold of multiplying national GDP per capita by three
[2, 3]. The economic theory underlying the higher VSL measurements raises the possibility that

previous methods have undervalued human life, hence its interest to health economists.

VSLY isacommonly used tool specific to CBAs whererisk of death isconsidered as part of
evaluation. It is guided by the real-world or theoretical monetary value that individuals place on
accepting or reducing a small risk of death, either over their lifetime or annually [3]. The generated
values essentially behave as a monetary threshold beyond which additional annual expenditure is
considered excessive for the marginal reduced risk of death it provides. Whilst discussion continues
on the benefits of using it, the VSLY approach continuesto be viewed as beneficial, at least in high
income countries [4, 5]. The few studies which have used the approach in sub-Saharan Africaor in
LMICsin general have also considered it to be worthwhile [6]. But, given the growing ageing
population in LMICs, understanding the impact of ageing on VSLY isneeded [7], particularly if this

isto be considered an applicable method for LMICs.

There isreasonable evidence from high-income countries showing the relationship between V SL
values and increasing age [8]. However, there is a paucity of research exploring whether these
findings are consistent in lower-income countries where life expectancy istypically lower and the role
of older people in their communities is often more prominent [9, 10]. Thereis also little evidence on

the effect of frailty on VSLY as people age. Frailty is a condition describing an individual’'s


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.10.24302634
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.10.24302634; this version posted February 13, 2024. 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.

155

156

157

158

159

160

161

162

163

164

165

166

167

168

169

170

171

172

173

174

175

176

177

178

179

180

181

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

vulnerability to greatly impaired health status following relatively minor stressor events[11].
Moreover, frailty occurs more frequently as people age and is associated with limiting independence
and reduced quality of life; it is prevalent in older populationsin LMICs[12-14].

Given the increase in older populationsin LMICs, the high prevalence of frailty and its adverse
consequences in these populations, and that VSLY isan attractive method to understand the value of
lifein low resourced settings, it is important to understand the relationship between frailty and VSLY
[9, 15, 16]. Our hypothesis was that frailty would be associated with alower VSLY in participantsin
rural Burkina Faso. This study aimsto test our hypothesis, when controlling for factors found in other
studies likely to affect VSLY [17-19], such as, socio-demographics, multimorbidity, quality of life,
and disability.

2. Methods

2.1. Study setting/Population description

We enrolled older adults (aged 40 and over) living in the Nouna Health and Demographic
Surveillance System (HDSS) area in north-western Burkina Faso. Burkina Faso is one of the poorest
countries in the World, with a Gross Domestic Product of $893.08 (2021), ranking 184™ on the
Human Development Index.

The Centre de Recherche en Santé de Nouna (CRSN) led household surveys within the Nouna HDSS,
which consists of the town of Nouna and 59 surrounding villages, with atotal population of 107,000
residents from multiple religious backgrounds. There are two main languages spoken in Nouna—
Dioula and Moore—whereas French is the national language. The main economic activity is
subsistence farming. Details of study design is described elsewhere [15, 20, 21].

2.2.Sample

Datafor this study were collected during the baseline wave of the CRSN Heidelberg Aging Study,
which was conducted in 2018, using a household survey from a population-representative sampl e of
adults >40 years living in the Nouna HDSS area. To obtain a sample of 3000 older adults, we used a
two-part multistage random sample of 4000 individuals from the 2015 Nouna HDSS census, allowing

for 25% loss due to mortality, mobility, or non-response. In the six villages with fewer than 50 adults
8
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aged over 40, all adults were selected to take part. In all other villages, arandom sample of
households with at least one person over 40 was drawn, and then within each selected household one
age-eligible adult was randomly selected to complete the survey. Details of study design can be found
elsewhere[15, 20, 21].

2.3. Data collection

Trained data collectors administered the survey to participantsin the local language. The household
survey questionnaire has been described in full in other publications [22-24]. It included questions on
sociodemographic characteristics, health and medical conditions, physical performance, and VSLY
which were used in this study.

2.3.1. Sociodemographic characteristics
We captured sociodemographic characteristics, including age in years; gender (male or female);
marital status (never married, widowed, married but separated/divorced, currently married, or
cohabiting); educational attainment (no formal schooling, lessthan primary, primary complete, some
secondary, secondary complete, high school complete, or college/university); and a suite of 37
guestions on household assets and dwelling characterigtics.

2.3.2. Chronic conditions
Sdlf-reported chronic conditions collected in the study were communicable (HIV) or non-
communicable health conditions (cancer, chronic respiratory disease, stroke, heart disease,
hypertension, diabetes, and hypercholesterolaemia). Cognitive impairment was assessed using the
eight-question community screening interview for dementia (CSI-D), anxiety using the Generalised
Anxiety Disorder question (GAD-2) score, and depression using the Patient Health Questionnaire
(PHQ-9) [25]. Additionally, questions from the Centre for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale
(CES-D) were used to ask questions related to levels of exhaustion; ‘Everything | did in the last week
was an effort’ or ‘| could not get going’ [26]. Quality of life was asked using the EuroHIS 8-item
version of the WHO Quality of Life (WHOQOL) questionnaire [27].(14). Disability was measured
using the 12-item WHO Disability Assessment Schedule, Version 2 (WHODASV .2.0) disability

score. This score measures impairments in function, activity, and participation (mobility, self-care,

9
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209  cognition, interaction with others, life activities, and socia participation), with higher scores

210 indicating higher levels of disability [28].

211 2.3.3. Physical measurements

212  We measured weight and height using generic scales and measurement bands againgt a vertical and
213  horizontal smooth surface, respectively. Blood pressure of participants was measured in a seated

214  position from the left arm after 1500 min rest; three measures were taken using Omron Series 7

215  portable blood pressure machines (Omron Healthcare, Kyoto, Japan). The mean of the second and
216  third measurements, taken at least 5 7min apart, were used in the analysis.

217  Walk speed was measured using a digital stopwatch and recorded to the nearest tenth of a second with
218  the participant walking 4m course marked out on level ground, twice. The fastest speed in metres per
219  second (m/s), adjusted for height, was used. Hand grip strength was measured using a Jamar

220  Hydraulic Hand Dynamometer. We took measurements while the participant seated, the arm at 90°
221  elbow flexion and the shoulder and wrigt in the neutral position. Two attempts were recorded from
222  each hand; the maximum was used in this analysis.

223 2.3.4. Blood tests

224 Capillary glucose levels were analysed using SD Biosure Code free point-of-care testing strips, and
225  cholesterol using the Jactron Pictus 400 machine.

226 2.35. VSLY

227  VSLY was assessed using four related methods; willingnessto pay or willingness to accept a

228  hypothetical mortality risk reduction or increase, with each using two different ranges of payments—
229  largeor small (15, 16). We elicited the annual willingness-to-pay (WTP) (or willingness-to-accept,
230 WTA) for a 2% reduction (or increase) in risk of death from a5% to a 3% level, or from a 3% to a 5%
231  level. The 5% risk represents the typical mortality rate in Burkina Faso, as determined by life tables
232  for 2015. We calculated the VSLY directly from the questionnaire. The observed WTP/WTA wasthe
233  value of a 2% absolute risk reduction/increase; so, the VSLY was obtained by multiplying this elicited
234  WTP/WTA measurement by 50 to get to the annual value of a 100% reduction/increase in risk of

235  death[6].
10
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After each participant was randomised to either WTP or WTA, we factorially randomized them to
receive either a small or large range of payment amounts as response options, both starting at zero
Communauté Financiere Africaine franc (West African CFA franc). The small range of payments had
an upper limit of 400,000 CFA (about US$ 1916) and the large range, an upper limit of 2 million CFA
(about US$ 9580). For comparison, gross domestic product per capita at purchasing power parity in
Burkina Faso was US$2,044 in 2017, when the experiment was designed. See Supplementary
Information 1 for details.
2.4. Definition of variables

241 . VSLY
We derived the outcome variable VSLY as quintiles for each of the four methodologies (WTP-small,
WTP-large, WTA-small, and WTA-large), and then quintiles were harmonised across all participants.
The continuous values from each of the four VSLY methods were also used.

24.2. Frailty
Frailty was derived based on Fried’ sfrailty score and constructed using five domains (weight loss,
activity levels, exhaustion, grip strength, and walk speed) that were previously validated in LMICs
[15, 16, 20, 29]. Variables and thresholds to create the frailty categories are summarised in
Supplementary Information 2. Individuals were categorised as non-frail/robust (0 points), pre-frail (1—
2 points) or frail (3-5 points) [30]. Frailty was then dichotomized asfrail or pre-frail compared to
non-frail [16].

2.4.3. Other covariates
Marital status was categorised as either ‘single’ (never married/widowed/married but
separated/divorced) or ‘married’ (currently married/cohabiting). Education was categorised as ‘ no
education’ or ‘any education’. Wealth quintiles were derived from the questions on household assets
and dwelling characteristics using the Principal Component Analysis method of Filmer and Pritchet
[31].
Multimorbidity was defined as having two or more chronic conditions (HIV, cancer, chronic

respiratory disease, stroke, heart disease, hypertension, diabetes, hypercholesterolaemia, cognitive
11
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impairment, depression, or anxiety). Asiscommon in epidemiology studies, hypertension was
defined as either self-reported previous diagnosis or currently being on treatment, or as a measured
systolic blood pressure >140"Tmm/Hg, or a diastolic blood pressure >90Tmm/Hg; diabetes was
defined as either self-reported diagnosis, being on treatment, or by blood test (a non-fasting point of
care capillary glucose level >2007" mg/dL, HbA1c>6.5% or fasting glucose >126 1mg/dL);
hypercholesterolaemia was defined as self-reported diagnosis; being on treatment; or by blood test (a
total plasma cholesterol >200 1mg/dL, low density lipoprotein >160 Tmg/dL).

Quality of life was derived by summing responses to WHOQOL before normalising to a 0—100 scale,
with 100 denoting the best quality of life. Disability measures were also summed and then normalised
to a0-100 scale, where 100 represents the worst disability [27, 28, 32]. Participants were defined as
having symptoms of anxiety if their GAD-2 score was >3, those with PHQ-9 of >10 were categorised
as having depressive symptoms, and those with a CSI-D score of lessthan 7 were categorised as
having possible/probable cognitive impairment.

2.5. Statistical analysis

Continuous variables were described as mean and standard deviation (SD) or median and interquartile
range (IQR) [25"/75™ centiles] if not normally distributed. Categorical variables were described as
count (n) and proportion (%).

Frailty was the primary independent variable. Other independent variables we hypothesised to be
associated with VSLY were included in the adjusted analyses: age, gender, marital status, education
level, wealth, quality of life, multimorbidity, and disability. VSLY was the primary outcome.

We conducted four sets of analysesto elucidate the relationship between VSLY and frailty. First, we
assessed the association between VSLY as a continuous variable and frailty category in each of the
four individual VSLY methodological arms using Mann-Whitney U tests.

Second, bivariate associations between VSLY quintiles and frailty categories and each individual
variable (age, sex, marital status, education status, wealth, quality of life, multimorbidity, and
disability) were tested using Pearson’s chi-squared test, independent samplest-test, or one-way

ANOVA, depending on the data type and distribution.

12
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290  Third, to test whether variables were independently associated with VSLY', and to explore whether
291  any associations between frailty and VSLY quintiles were modified by other variables, after

292  excluding collinearity between variables, we built sequential binary logistic regression models

293  comparing each quintile of VSLY with thefirst quintile. In each model, we included frailty, socio-
294  demographic and economic characteristics of age, sex, marital and education status, and wealth; to
295  thesevariables, we sequentially added quality of life, multimorbidity, and disability.

296  Fourth, we conducted a multinomial regression as a sensitivity analyses, with all VSLY quintiles

297  included, fully adjusted for frailty and other covariates.

298  Resultsof analyses were presented using tables and forest plots displaying Odds Ratios (OR) and 95%
299  confidenceintervals (Cl). We conducted acomplete case analysis. All analyses were done using SPSS
300 V.28 (IBM Corp. Released 2021. IBM SPSS Statigtics for Windows, Version 28.0. Armonk, NY :

301 IBM Corp).
302 3. Results

303 Weidentified 3,998 individuals aged >40 and living in the HDSS site; of those, 3,027 (75.7%) were
304 located and agreed to participate and completed the baseline interview. Of those, 2761 individuals
305 wereincluded in thisanalysis after excluding participants with missing variables (Figure 1). Overal,
306 696 (25.2%), 679 (24.6%), 690 (25.0%), and 696 (25.2%) participants were available for the WTP-
307  small, WTP-large, WTA-small, and WTA-large, respectively (Figure 1). Participants’ characterigtics
308 for variablesincluded in the analyses are presented in Table 1 and Table 2.

309
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Total number of survey respondents

n=3998
o Noconsent for baseline interview [(n=371)
Excluded (n=1237) _ | ® Missing information en V5L variable (n=120)
~ 7 | » Noconsent for physical health measurements (n=52)
* Noconsent for blood testing(n=94)
F
Mumber of respondents included in the an alysis
n=2761
L 4
WTP-small - 596 (25,256
WTP-large- 679 (24.6%)
WTA-small - 690 (25.0%)
WTA-large - 696 (25.2%)
310
311 Figure 1 CONSORT flow diagram of participantsincluded in final analyses. WTA, what to
312 accept; WTP, what to pay
313
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314 Table 1 Basdline characteristics (n=2761)
Parameter Group n (%), unless otherwise
dated
Gender (n (%)) Male 1341 (48.6)
Female 1420 (51.4)
Age* (Mean (SD)) - 54.5(11.0)
Age category (n (%)) 40-49 1128 (40.9)
50-59 802 (29.1)
60-69 518 (18.8)
70-79 249 (9.0)
80+ 62 (2.2)
Marital status (n (%)) Widowed/divorced/single 684 (24.8)
Married/cohabiting 2077 (75.2)
Education level (n (%)) No completed education 2334 (84.5)
Some education 427 (15.5)
Wealth quintile (n (%)) 1 542 (19.6)
2 548 (19.8)
3 551 (20.0)
4 569 (20.6)
5 (most wealthy) 551 (20.0)
Frailty (n (%)) Non-frail 1172 (42.4)
Pre-frail 1227 (44.4)
Frail 362 (13.1)
Multimorbidity (n (%)) No 2141 (77.5)
Yes 620 (22.5)
Quality of life score (Mean (D)) - 55.6 (14.3)
Disability score (Mean (SD)) - 15.0(17.4)
VSLY arms (West African CFA WTP-small 5987.74
franc) (5000.0-100000.0)
Median (25"-75" percentile)
WTP-large 11975.47
(10000.0-300000.0)
WTA-small 16765.66
(20000.0-200000.0)
WTA-large 59877.37
(50000.0-1000000.0)
Combined VSLY quintile (n (%)) |1 563 (20.4)
2 556 (20.1)
3 546 (19.8)
4 544 (19.7)
5 (highest value) 552 (20.0)
315 * n=2759 (2 missing values). VSLY, Value of Statistical Life Years
316
317
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Table 2 Basdline characteristicsby VSLY category, variablesare presented asn (%), unless

otherwise stated

Parameter WTPsmall | WTP large \s/rvn-l;\JAI WTA large
N (% of total
participants)
Gender (n (%)) Male 329 (11.9) | 336 (12.2) | 336(12.2) | 340(12.3)
Female 367 (13.3) | 343 (12.4) | 354(12.8) | 356(12.9)
Age* (Mean (SD)) - 54.8 (11.1) | 54.2(11.2) | 54.7 (10.9) | 54.2(10.8)
ﬁ,/gos category (n 40-49 276 (10) | 299(10.8) | 259(9.4) | 294(10.6)
50-59 203(7.3) | 172(6.2) | 227(82) | 200(7.2)
60-69 136 (4.9) | 130(47) | 128(46) | 124(45)
70-79 61(22) | 64(2.3) 57 (2.1) 67 (2.4)
80+ 20(0.7) | 14(05) 18 (0.6) 10 (0.4)
Marital status (n Widowed/divorced
0) Jsngle 182(6.6) | 165(6.0) | 172(6.2) | 165 (6.0)
Married/cohabitating | 514 (18.6) | 514 (18.6) | 518(18.8) | 531(19.2)
Education level (n No completed
) education 582 (21.1) | 581 (21.0) | 578(20.9) | 593 (21.5)
Some education 114(41) | 98(35) | 112(40) | 103(3.7)
\(’(\,g’";‘“h quintile (n 1 144(52) | 138(50) | 136(49) | 124(45)
2 140 (5.1) | 138(5.0) | 132(4.8) | 138(5.0)
3 132(48) | 141(5.1) | 141(51) | 137(5.0)
4 140 (51) | 144(5.2) | 143(52) | 142(5.1)
5 (most wealthy) 140(5.1) | 118(4.3) | 138(50) | 155(5.6)
Frailty (n (%)) Non-frail/Robust | 285(10.3) | 270(9.8) | 321(11.6) | 296 (10.7)
Pre-frail 310 (11.2) | 322(11.7) | 283(10.2) | 312(1L3)
Frail 101(36) | 87(3.1) 86 (3.1) 88 (3.2)
'(\Q/S')“morb'd'ty (n No 513(18.6) | 542 (19.6) | 541(19.6) | 545(19.7)
Yes 183(6.6) | 137(5.0) | 149(54) | 151 (55)
Quality of life i
seore (Mean (SD)) 55.5 (14.0) | 55.3 (14.4) | 55.6 (14.6) | 56.0(14.2)
Disability score
(Mean (D)) - 16.1(18.1) | 14.0(17.4) | 15.6 (17.6) | 14.2(16.4)
VSL arms (West
African CFA 5987.7 119755 | 16765.7 59877.4
franc) - (22753.4) | (69457.7) | (95803.8) | (227534.0)
(Median (IQR))
Combined VSLY
quintile (n (%) 1 141 136 140 146
2 142 139 137 138
3 137 134 136 139
4 137 133 140 134
5 (highest value) 139 137 137 139

VSLY, Value of Statistical Life Years, WTA, what to accept; WTP, what to pay

16



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.10.24302634
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.10.24302634; this version posted February 13, 2024. 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.

321

322

323

324
325

326
327

328

329

330

331

332

333

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Significant, negative associations were seen between VSLY and frailty when considering each VSLY

arm separately as a continuous variable (See Table 3), with the median willingness to pay value being

around double for people in the non-frail compared with the frail or pre frail group.

Table 3 Median (IQR) and 25th/75th centilesof VSLY (West African CFA franc) asa
continuous variable, for each of the4 VSLY methodological arms - by frailty status

VSLY arms Non-frail Pre-frail/Frail
Median (IQR) Median (IQR)
(257 ] 75" centiles] (25" / 75 centiles) p-value*
WTP-small (n=696) 8382.8 (22753.4) 4790.2 (17963.2) 0.006
[5000.00 / 100000.00] [5000.00 / 80000.00] '
WTP-large (n=679) 23950.9 (117359.7) 119755 (58081.1) 0.049
[10000.00 / 500000.00] [75000.00 / 250000.00] '
WTA-small 23950.9 (38321.5) 11975.5 (32333.8)
(N=690) [40000.00 / 200000.00] [15000.00 / 150000.00] <0.001
WTA-large (n=696) 107779.3 (227534.0) 47901.9 (161668.9) <0.001
[50000.00 / 1000000.00] [25000.00 / 700000.00] :

* p-value comparing mediansfor each VSLY arm by frailty status using Mann-Whitney U test

In bivariate analyses, there were significant negative associations between the combined VSLY

quintiles for the whole sample and frailty; those pre-frail/frail participants were less likely than non-

frail onesto report higher VSLY (See Figure 2). Being male, married, and educated were significantly

positively associated with increasing VSLY quintiles. Increasing age, disability, and quality of life,

were negatively associated with increasing VSLY quintile. We saw no association between wealth

and VSLY (Table 4).
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VSLY quintiles by Frailty Status
70.0% 65.0%
60.0% 61.5% 59.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%
0.0%

al Q2 a3 Q4 Q5

mRobust [@Pre-Frail/Frail

Figure 2 Association of frailty satusand VSLY quintiles. Q, Quintile

Multicollinearity between variables was excluded. Sequential binary logistic regression models
showed a significantly greater odds having ahigh VSLY in those who were non-frail compared to
frail or pre-frail. This became non-significant for the lower VSLY quintiles (Table 5). The inverse
linear relationship between frailty and VSLY wasn't substantially affected by adding socio-
demographic or economic variables, or quality of life, or multimorbidity, or disability to the model
(Table 5). Forest plots showing the relationship between frailty and VSLY for each set of quintiles
comparisons in each sequential model are shown in Appendix Fig. 2, Supplementary Information 3.
Frailty ORs from the fully adjusted sequential model (Model 5) in each comparison of VSLY

quintiles are shown in Figure 3.
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347 Table4 Bivariate associations between VSLY quintilesand covariates
VSLY p value
Variable Group Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5
(563) | (556) | (546) | (544) | (552)
Nomfrail 197 214 224 247 290
Frilty . [35.0%] | [385%] | [41.0%] | [454%) | [525%] | o oo o-
Pre-frail and 366 342 322 297 262
Frail [65.09%] | [61.5%] | [59.0%] | [54.6%] | [47.5%]
241 250 242 274
ondir Male [42.8%] | [45.0%)] | [44.3%] | [504%] | ©0°% 0001
Fomale 322 306 304 2
[57.2%] | [55.0%] | [55.79%] | [49.6%]
Married [78%?)/] [7;119%/] [72%%/] [7211%/] [8§50?’/]
. . 0 . 0 . 0 . 0 . 0 *
Marital Status Sngle 167 145 148 130 oa | <0001
[29.7%] | [26.1%] | [27.1%] | [23.9%] | [17.0%]
No education 485 473 464 470 442
Educetion [86.1%] | [85.1%] | [85.0%] | [864%] | [801%] | , ...
Any education | 78 83 82 74 110
[13.99%] | [14.9%] | [15.0%] | [13.6%] | [19.9%]
o1 126 102 109 106 99
[22.4%] | [18.3%] | [20.0%] | [19.5%] | [17.9%]
o2 116 113 82 122 115
Wealth quintiles [20.6%] | [20.3%] | [15.0%] | [22.4%] | [20.8%]
(5 isthe 03 103 96 123 114 15 | oect
hiohest [18.3%] | [17.3%] | [22.5%] | [21.0%] | [20.8%]
o4 105 123 120 103 118
[18.7%] | [22.1%] | [22.0%] | [18.9%] | [21.4%]
05 113 122 112 99 105
[20.19%] | [21.9%] | [20.5%] | [18.2%] | [19.0%]
|No 753% | 72.8% | 793% | 783% | 821% .
Multimorbidity -y 272% | 207% | 207% | 17.9% | 17.9% | 2003
Correlation A
Age ot -0.054 (-0.092,-0.016) 0.004
Quality of life | Correlation 10.036 (-0.074,-0.002) 0.058"
(score) coefficient
Disability Correlation 0.069 (-0.107_-0.030) <0.001"
(score) coefficient

348 " Pearson Chi-Square
349 " Spearman’scorrelation
350 *Kendall's tau-hb/Gamma/Spearman’s correlation
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351 Table 5 Sequential model adjustmentsfor comparing the highest VSLY quintile (Q5) with thefirst one (Q1), investigating the association with
352 frailty, quality of life, and multimorbidity after controlling for other confounding variables. All quartile comparisonsof VSLY are shown in
353 Appendix Table 2, Supplementary Information 3.
. . . . . . Model 5 (Socio-demographic
. Model 2 (Socio-demographic | Mode 3 (Socio-demographic | Modd 4 (Socio-demographic -
Model 1 (frailty) variables) variablesand QOL ) variables, QOL , and MM) | Variables 8/(3'5-)' MM, and
OR | CI (95%) Sig. OR | CI (95%) Sig. OR | CI (95%) Sig. OR | CI (95%) Sig. OR | CI (95%) Sig.

VSLY Q5vsQ1
(1113
observations
included in
analysis)
]fr;?‘l‘)'ty (ref.Non- | 49 | 038062 | <0.001 | 049 | 038064 | <0001 | 046 | 035060 | <0.001 | 047 | 036062 | <0001 | 048 | 037-064 = <0.001
Age _ _ _ 1.00 | 0.99-1.02 0.699 1.00 | 0.98-1.01 0.590 1.00 | 0.98-1.01 0.612 1.00 | 0.99-1.02 0.847
'(\;A?g)er (ref. B B B 055 | 043-0.72 | <0001 | 052 | 039067 | <0.001 | 052 | 040-068 | <001 | 054 | 041070 = <0.001
Marital Status 3 B B 070 | 050-099 | 0041 | 064 | 046091 | 0012 | 065 | 046-092 | 0014 | 067 | 047-095 0.023
(ref. Married)
Education (ref.
No education) _ _ _ 134 | 0.95-1.90 0.092 132 | 0.93-1.87 0.118 1.32 0.93-1.88 0.114 130 | 092-1.84 0.141
Wedth Quintile i i ) ) ) ) ) i
(ref. Q1) - - -
Q2 _ _ _ 1.06 | 0.72-1.55 0.775 114 | 0.77-1.69 0.504 1.15 | 0.78-1.69 0.493 1.16 | 0.78-1.71 0.458
Q3 _ _ _ 117 | 0.79-1.73 0.425 1.34 | 0.90-2.00 0.151 1.35 | 0.91-2.02 0.138 1.39 | 0.93-2.08 0.105
Q4 _ _ _ 114 | 0.77-1.69 0.512 134 0.90-2.00 0.153 135 0.90-2.02 0.142 1.40 0.93-2.10 0.103
Q5 _ _ _ 0.89 | 0.59-1.32 0.558 1.08 | 0.71-1.63 0.719 111 | 0.73-1.69 0.617 1.15 | 0.76-1.75 0.507
WHO QOL Score
(normalised) _ _ _ B _ B 098 | 097-099 | <0001 | 098 | 097-099 | <0.001 | 098 | 097-099 <001
Multimorbidity
(ref. No MM) B B B B B B B B B 0.84 | 061-116 | 0281 | 092 | 066-1.28 @ 0.613
WHO DAS Score
(normalised) B B B B B B B B B B B B 099 | 098-1.00  0.042

354  QOL isQuadlity of Life. Q isquintile. DASis Disability Assessment schedule. MM is multimorbidity.
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Figure 3 Fores plot representing the Odd Ratiosfor frailty in each comparison of VSLY
quintiles, controlled for all covariates

In addition to frailty, being female or single were significantly associated with alower VSLY whereas
being older, educated, or wealthy had no statistically significant association. These associations were
not substantially modified by adding quality of life, multimorbidity, disability, or all together to the
model. Higher quality of life was significantly associated with alower VSLY, greater disability was
associated with lower VSLY, whereas there was no significant association between VSLY and
multimorbidity (see Table 5 and Appendix Table 2, Supplementary Information 3).

The results for the multinomial regression done for the sensitivity analyses were not substantially
different to the binary logistic regression models (See Appendix Table 3 and Appendix Fig. 3,

Supplementary Information 3).

4. Discussion

We found a strong and significant association between frailty and VSLY in this population in Burkina
Faso with people who are frail assigning lower valuesto prevent a mortality risk than those who are
non-frail (robust). This association persisted after adjustment for other variables found in other studies

likely to impact upon the relationship, such as quality of life, multimorbidity, and age [17-19].
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374  Given the global and widespread use of VSLY approachesto indicate benefitsand callsto use thisor
375  similar approachesto inform investment cases for headlth, it isimportant to understand how conditions
376  which affect health of populationsin whom VSLY might be calculated impact upon it [5, 33]. Our
377  findings have relevance to the interpretation of VSLY values in older people in low-income settings
378  and will become increasingly important to recognise as ageing populations increase in these settings.
379 Asfar aswe are aware, thisisthe firgt study to assess implications of frailty on VSLY in any setting,
380  hence our results have applicability for many countries where VSLY is being considered for usein an
381  older population.

382  When frailty wasincluded in the model, the effect of age, wealth, or education on VSLY — which

383  werestrongly associated with VSLY on bivariate analyses, became non-significant. Age and wealth
384  have been shown to be associated with VSLY in other studies but when controlling for other variables
385  inthese studies these relationships were attenuated [9], asthey did in our study. In fact, that frailty has
386  such astrong association with VSLY —over and above that of other variables traditionally thought of
387  asbeing associated with VSLY—suggests that it may be necessary to assessfrailty status when

388  estimating VSLY . Thisisparticularly important given that frailty is a highly dynamic state, thus

389  VSLY capturedin frail individuals may change if that person changesfrailty status[34].

390  Although not our main variables of interest, we saw associations between VSLY and other covariates
391  that are worth discussing. Similar to our study, previous studies have shown a relationship between
392  gender and VSLY that persists despite controlling for covariates. Women consistently value their

393  liveslower than do men [35]. Our finding that being married or cohabitating is associated with odds
394  of ahigher VSLY isnovel, but unsurprising if it is hypothesised that having family responsibilities
395  may increase the willingnessto pay to avoid risk. Another study showed that married respondents
396 havesignificantly higher WTP to take care of a child/other adult than to protect themselves[18]. The
397  relationship between greater disability and lower willingnessto pay was small, but significant. Again,
398  thisfinding is not surprising, given the influence of disability on people’'s perceived value [ 36-38].
399  However, our finding that increasing quality of life is associated, both in bivariate and fully adjusted

400  analyses, with lower VSLY ispuzzling. We hypothesise that this might be due to older people with a
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higher quality of life also being comfortable with their status quo, but this hypothesis requires further
investigation in qualitative studies. That multimorbidity was associated with lower VSLY in bivariate
analyses but not the fully adjusted model suggests that the impact of MM on VSLY may be mostly
mediated through frailty and somewhat through disability.

Our study has several limitations. Given the cross-sectional nature of the study, we can only
determine associations and lack the longitudinal data needed for determining causation. We grouped
frail and pre-frail individuals into one category, losing the nuance of showing effects by three
categories. However, this has been donein to aid in the interpretation of results. We have also shown
(personal communication) that these categories behave in a similar way when considering future
outcomes of this population, so grouping them together is reasonable. The number of conditions that
we used to derive multimorbidity was limited by questions asked in the survey, but they have been
used in previous publications to classify multimorbidity [15]. Limited sample sizes for the individual
VSLY methods necessitated combining the data using quintiles; however, reassuringly, we saw
similar relationships between frailty and VSLY when the analysis was done by individual VSLY
methodologies. If the inverse U shape of the association with age found in other studies, wasfound in
our study, our adjustment for age may have introduced some errors. However, in our sample, we
found alinear association between VSLY and age. We used the method of Patenaude [6] to estimate
VSLY, asit has been found suitable for usein other similar settings [39]. However, we acknowledge
that there are other methods that could have been applied. Finally, our study lacks the contextual
grounding which would be afforded by doing mixed methods analysis and qualitative exploration to
allow a deeper understanding of the context. Future studies should explore what isimportant to people
in the Nounaregion of Burkina Faso in terms of what they valuein life, and how they relate their
values to money.

Our analysis also has several strengths. There have not been many former attempts to study
associations with VSLY in LMICs, and none that we are aware of globally which have ascertained
associations with frailty in an ageing population. We used multiple ways of assessing VSLY ina

fairly large sample, and included a broad range of covariatesinto the analysis. We used a standard
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way of evaluating frailty, including use of objective measures of physical performance; standard QOL
and disability tools, facilitating replication in other settings.

In conclusion, ageing is a neglected phenomenon in many LMICs, where research has tended to focus
on diseases of poverty and infectious diseases more common in younger people. Thisis especially the
case in low income countries (L1Cs), which are typically thought of as being less far along the
epidemiological transition [ 7]. However, our recent work has shown that populationsin LICs suffer a
high burden of multimorbidity, which isassociated with frailty [40, 41]. Whilst our findings suggest
that people who are frail place alower value on their lives, and given that frailty statusis dynamic, we
recommend that frailty statusis taken into account when calculating VSLY to avoid older people

being “assigned” lower values than they should be.
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