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Abstract

LAFEAE GIpigEg

The purpose of this study is to
compare the brief version of the World
Health Organization Quality of Life
(WHOQOL-BREF) with the Short-Form
36 (SF-36), the standard gamble (SG),
the time trade-off (TTO), and the global
rating (GR) among persons with
traumatic spina cord injury (SCI).
During the period of 1991 to 1996, 809
cases with SCI were collected by the
Head Injury and Spinal Cord Injury
Group, of which 187 completed the
telephone interview. Score distributions,
internal consistency, and discriminate
and convergent validity for 5 QOL
measures  were  assessed. The
WHOQOL-BREF except for SF36
showed no ceiling and floor effects.
Both the WHOQOL-BREF and SF-36
had few missing values, and good
internal consistency. The discriminate
ability of WHOQOL-BREF was better
than  SF-36. Scores on  the
WHOQOL-BREF dimensions correl ated
moderately or highly well with SF-36
and GR but not as well with SG and
TTO. We concluded that the
WHOQOL-BREF was more suitable for
SCI than SF-36, and the aspects of
quality of life of WHOQOL-BREF was
different with SG, and TTO.
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SN S S WEREE| 66.8 779 0066  50.6 790 0000 680 753 0225 651 789  0.019
N 1 61.1 654 0057 583 644 0043 629 630 0965 595 66.8  0.001
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2w fraORR R R ERTR S PRy SF36 R T LR 2 A
ERFapl (3 A F A0 BE)

2R A SRS PR

FPUELE e s i g B
TS
SF-36
PR 0.55 0.76 0.53 0.55 0.54
PR ERE S TH 030 0.50 0.37 0.32 0.46
R 0.48 0.66 0.53 0.47 0.57
- LA B 0.65 0.68 0.63 0.47 0.56
AR 0.57 0.68 0.65 0.50 0.60
e 0.57 0.60 0.63 0.46 0.52
SRR ERES T 030 0.42 0.36 0.28 0.42
TR 0.47 0.54 0.58 0.42 0.58
I 15 44 4 0.32 0.30 0.20 0.35 0.20
PR R gk 0.33 0.32 0.22 0.25 0.17
g e 0.66 071 0.64 0.56 0.53
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