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Abstract

Objective—To conduct a longitudinal evaluation of PROMIS® Social Function measures
(Satisfaction with Participation in Social Roles, and Satisfaction with Participation in
Discretionary Social Activities) in English-speaking people with chronic health conditions.

Study Design and Setting—Adults receiving treatment for chronic heart failure (CHF),
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), chronic back pain, or depression completed
PROMIS computer-based measures of social health at two time points approximately three months
apart, and global ratings of change. Linear mixed effects models and standardized response means
were estimated for the two social function measures.

Results—A total of 599 people participated: 79 with stable COPD, 46 COPD exacerbation, 60
with CHF, 196 with depression and 218 with back pain. Four groups experienced improvement
over time; one (COPD-stable) changed very little. Those who reported better global ratings of
change in overall health experienced larger changes in social function than those who reported the
same or worse global health.
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Conclusion—This study provided support for responsiveness to change for two PROMIS social
function measures. These results provide further evidence of the PROMIS goal to enable
comparable measurement of universally relevant symptoms and experiences that apply to people
with a variety of diseases.
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INTRODUCTION

While social health has long been recognized as an integral component of health?, it has
received limited attention in clinical practice and medical research. The World Health
Organization’s International Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health (ICF) has
helped to highlight social participation as both a determinant of health>~* and as a treatment
outcome valued by patients, providers and policy makers. Participation in social roles and
discretionary activities is included in the ICF’s core sets for chronic heart failure (CHF),
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), back pain and depression.6-8 The
importance of social participation in chronic medical conditions such as these is well
documented.®-14 There is, however, a need for standardized measures of social health and
participation that are applicable to a broad range of conditions and clinical settings.1®> The
initiative titled PROMIS® (Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information System)
developed measures of social role performance and participation that are intended to be
universally relevant, rather than disease-specific. That is, the measures are assumed relevant
across many clinical populations and levels of severity, allowing for broad applicability and
comparability across populations and diseases.

The PROMIS Social Health workgroup developed Social Function measures using a mixed-
methods approach that included cognitive interviews, focus groups and large-scale cross-
sectional testing with a general population sample.16-20 Social Function is defined as
involvement in, and satisfaction with, one’s usual roles in life’s situations and activities.
These roles may exist in marital relationships, family responsibilities, work/school
responsibilities and social activities. Item response theory methods were used to create
computer adaptive tests (CAT) and fixed-length short forms.21-24 This manuscript describes
the longitudinal evaluation of two PROMIS Social Function CAT measures (Satisfaction
with Participation in Social Roles and Satisfaction with Participation in Discretionary Social
Activities) in five English-speaking clinical samples.

METHODS

Participant recruitment and assessment procedures

Five patient samples were included in four studies (COPD, CHF, Back Pain, Depression)
that assessed social function. Participant recruitment procedures are described in the
overview paper (Cook et al., this volume).2> All participants received some type of treatment
for their condition; specifically, COPD and Depression participants received treatment
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appropriate for their level of disease, CHF participants received a heart transplant, and Back
Pain participants received spinal injections.

Version 1.0 of the PROMIS Social Function measures includes 14 Satisfaction with
Participation in Social Roles items and 12 Satisfaction with Participation in Discretionary
Social Activities items. These measures refer to social roles such as work and family
responsibilities, and more discretionary social activities such as leisure activity and
relationships with friends. Most participants completed a CAT for both measures; CHF
participants completed only one CAT (Discretionary Social Activities). Although some
participants completed multiple longitudinal assessments, only two were selected for this
analysis: baseline and one follow-up (at approximately three months). An assessment was
scheduled at three months for most studies because some degree of clinical change was
expected to have occurred by that point. For the CHF study, multiple follow-up assessments
occurred after heart transplantation. The 10-week assessment was chosen for this analysis
because it was closest to three months. Investigators predicted a large magnitude of
improvement in both social roles and discretionary social activities for patients who were
recovering from exacerbation of their COPD. They also predicted a large improvement in
discretionary social activities for CHF patients after their heart transplant. Participants in the
Pain and Depression groups were expected to improve in Social Function, although
investigators did not have predictions about whether improvement would differ across the
two aspects of Social Function (social roles vs. discretionary social activities). Participants
also completed a global rating of change at the follow-up assessment.26 They reported the
amount of change in their overall health using a seven-point scale (very much worse,
moderately worse, a little worse, about the same, a little better, moderately better, very much
better). The three “better” categories and the three “worse” categories were combined to
create three overall change groups: better, about the same, worse. Social function-specific
change was also assessed for some participants. CHF participants reported change in their
ability to carry out usual social activities and roles since their heart transplant; similar
overall change groups were created as described above. COPD participants completed the
PROMIS Global Health instrument. 27 Change groups were then calculated using the change
from baseline to follow-up in responses to the PROMIS Global question: “In general, how
would you rate your satisfaction with your social activities and relationships?” Some
participants did not complete the global rating of change of the PROMIS Global Health
instrument. Subsample sizes for each of the change groups are listed under the standardized
response means in Tables 2 and 3.

Statistical analyses

Analyses to evaluate responsiveness (sensitivity to change) were conducted separately for
each of five clinical groups: stable COPD, exacerbating COPD, CHF, back pain and
depression. The first set of analyses evaluated change from baseline to follow-up. Linear
mixed models were estimated with random subject effects to account for the correlation
among repeated observations within individuals.28:2° Missing data were evaluated prior to
performing longitudinal analyses; this included a comparison of baseline characteristics
between participants with and without complete data. Assuming data were missing at
random (MAR), the analyses included respondents with data at either time point.3%:31 Least
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squares means, standard errors and 95% confidence intervals were estimated from the
models.

The second set of analyses evaluated change in the PROMIS measures in relation to
participants’ self-reported change. Only participants with data at both time points and with a
response to the self-reported change item were included in these analyses. Change scores in
the CAT measures were used to estimate the standardized response mean for each of the
three change groups: the ratio of the mean change to the standard deviation of that change.32
This is a form of Cohen’s effect size index.33 An effect size of 0.30 is generally considered
as a useful criterion for a minimally important difference in patient-reported outcome
measures.34

Participant characteristics

A total of 599 people participated in the clinical studies that assessed Social Function.
Participants were diverse in terms of gender, age, and marital status (see Table 2 in the
overview paper; Cook et al., this issue).2> Most participants were non-Hispanic Whites and
had some college education. Most participants had moderate to severe health limitations.
Study dropout was 4% for participants in the COPD and Depression groups, 16% for CHF,
and 21% for Pain. Comparison of baseline characteristics between participants with and
without complete data suggested some differences, indicating that missing data are not
missing completely at random (MCAR).30:31

Responsiveness

The results of the mixed models for the PROMIS Social Function measures are summarized
in Table 1. Least squares means at baseline and follow-up are shown in Figure 1. Four of the
clinical groups experienced statistically significant (p<0.05) improvement in Satisfaction
with Participation in Discretionary Social Activities over time, with estimated mean change
scores ranging from 2.6 to 9.5. One clinical group (COPD-stable) changed very little over
time.

For most participants who reported that their global or overall health changed for the better,
there was a corresponding medium to large improvement in Social Function over time
(standardized response means ranged from 0.43 to 0.88; see Table 2). One endpoint for one
clinical group showed a smaller effect (0.19 for Social Roles among COPD-Exacerbation).
Effect sizes for those who reported better overall health were nearly always larger than effect
sizes for those who reported the same or worse overall health. However, many effect sizes
for the latter groups were also positive, suggesting improved social function overall. Mean
change scores are also shown in Table 2. Responsiveness to domain-specific (social
activities) change exhibited some of the similar trends, i.e., larger improvement for those
who reported better health, but improvement also for those with the same or worse health
(Table 3).
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DISCUSSION

PROMIS includes several measures of social function and social relationships that have
undergone rigorous psychometric assessment and evolution, demonstrated strong properties,
and are publically available in English and Spanish for use in research and clinical practice
(www.assessmentcenter.net).19:3% The present study expanded validation efforts by
conducting longitudinal evaluations of two PROMIS Social Function measures (Satisfaction
with Participation in Social Roles and Satisfaction with Participation in Discretionary Social
Activities).

Longitudinal studies with 599 people with chronic conditions (stable COPD, exacerbating
COPD, CHF, back pain and depression) demonstrated the responsiveness to change of these
two PROMIS Social Function CAT measures. The follow-up assessments were scheduled to
represent sufficient time for the individuals to experience improvement in their health. These
results provide further evidence of the PROMIS goal to enable comparability of experiences
across diseases through measurement of common, generic symptoms and experiences that
apply to people in a variety of contexts or with a variety of diseases.3®

If aspects of social health are to be included in clinical research and practice as outcomes,
not just determinants, the ability of relevant measures to detect change over time must be
established. Responsiveness (sensitivity to change) is emphasized within guidelines for
evaluating the reliability and validity of patient-reported outcome measures.37:38 |deally, a
measure of social health demonstrates sensitivity to both improvements and deteriorations in
status across the entire range of the sub-domain being assessed, while not evidencing
variability in scores due to factors not associated with true changes in status.

In this study, all but the stable COPD sample experienced improvement in Social Function
over time, as hypothesized, and most participants who reported improved overall health also
reported a corresponding improvement in Social Function over time. Effect sizes for those
who reported better overall health were nearly always larger than effect sizes for those who
reported the same or worse overall health. However, many effect sizes for the latter groups
were also positive, indicating improved Social Function. These results suggest that
satisfaction with social functioning may not decline among people who view their overall
health as worsened. Social function may be influenced by factors other than health status,
particularly among people who experience worsening in their health.3%40 For example,
people whose health declines may experience an improvement in family and other social
support, or more closeness with loved ones, thereby increasing their satisfaction with social
functioning. In addition, adaptation to worsening health might lead to a change in
perspective about one’s social role that is reflected in unchanged or even improved
satisfaction.

Prior to initiating the COPD study, researchers agreed on predictions of large improvement
for patients who were recovering from exacerbation of their COPD. For social health, these
predictions were based mostly on analysis of the item content and prior research on the
change in general health-related quality of life and physical function. The research team
predicted a large magnitude of change for both social roles and discretionary social
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activities. As reported here, small to moderate effect sizes were observed. This may be
related to the acute changes associated with COPD exacerbation. Even during exacerbation,
respondents may take into account their social function relative to their usual state. As
expected, there was little change in social function for COPD patients enrolled and followed
while stable. Also as expected, patients experienced a large improvement in social function
after their heart transplant. For the Pain patient group, improvements were seen in both
measures of social function.

In the area of mental health, increased emphasis on patient-centered research and practice
has led to greater attention to “recovery” and factors that help produce improved functioning
and quality of life. Previous clinical trials have often focused on short-term improvements in
acute symptoms and clinical status. Such changes are important but may not be sufficient for
patients who remain distressed by impairment in social and role functioning. Our results
here for depressed outpatients are encouraging and consistent with the trend toward
increased emphasis on “real-life” functioning. The PROMIS measures for social
participation are brief, valid, and efficient tools for assessing social functioning and
monitoring its improvement during the course of treatment.

There are some limitations to this project. All of the studies used v1.0 of the PROMIS Social
Function measures. There is now a newer version (v2.0) with more items and a different
domain structure. However, all of the v1.0 items are included in v2.0 Satisfaction with
Social Roles and Activities, suggesting that these results can be carried forward into v2.0.
(See online Appendix for details.) The measures used with the current clinical samples were
not very sensitive to self-reported deterioration. This may reflect the possibility that through
personal adaptation or positive change in the social milieu, satisfaction with social function
does not worsen as health status declines. It is also possible that the use of a global rating of
change as a meaningful anchor is flawed. Although these change measures have been used
for over 20 years, there is some concern about their reliability and validity.4? Another
possibility is that the PROMIS Social Function measures are not sensitive to change. There
were some missing data in this study, and the analyses were conducted assuming the data
were missing at random (MAR). It is not possible to test for the appropriateness of the MAR
assumption compared to missing not at random (MNAR).30:31 The MAR assumption,
conditional on the observed data, seems reasonable in this setting and is also appropriate for
MCAR data.

This longitudinal study expands the body of evidence for the validity of two PROMIS social
function measures by establishing that they are sensitive to clinical change/changes in health
status. This suggests that they can be used in longitudinal observational and intervention
research, alongside measures of physical and mental health, to provide a more
comprehensive assessment of the impact of chronic disease on patients. These findings will
also inform sample size estimation for studies to evaluate the impact of interventions on
satisfaction with participation. In summary, the PROMIS Satisfaction with Social
Participation item banks have demonstrated that they can be used as accurate measures of
social function across a range of chronic medical conditions.

J Clin Epidemiol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2017 May 01.



1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnuen Joyiny

1duosnuep Joyiny

Hahn et al. Page 7

Acknowledgments

PROMIS® was funded with cooperative agreements from the National Institutes of Health (NIH) Common Fund
Initiative (Northwestern University, PI: David Cella, PhD, U54AR057951, U01AR052177; Northwestern
University, PI: Richard C. Gershon, PhD, U54AR057943; American Institutes for Research, PI: Susan (San) D.
Keller, PhD, US4AR057926; State University of New York, Stony Brook, Pls: Joan E. Broderick, PhD and Arthur
A. Stone, PhD, U01AR057948, U01AR052170; University of Washington, Seattle, PIs: Heidi M. Crane, MD,
MPH, Paul K. Crane, MD, MPH, and Donald L. Patrick, PhD, U01AR057954; University of Washington, Seattle,
Pl: Dagmar Amtmann, PhD, U01AR052171; University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, PI: Harry A. Guess, MD,
PhD (deceased), Darren A. DeWalt, MD, MPH, U01AR052181; Children’s Hospital of Philadelphia, PI:
Christopher B. Forrest, MD, PhD, U01AR057956; Stanford University, PI: James F. Fries, MD, U01AR052158;
Boston University, Pls: Alan Jette, PT, PhD, Stephen M. Haley, PhD (deceased), and David Scott Tulsky, PhD
(University of Michigan, Ann Arbor), U01AR057929; University of California, Los Angeles, Pls: Dinesh Khanna,
MD (University of Michigan, Ann Arbor) and Brennan Spiegel, MD, MSHS, U01AR057936; University of
Pittsburgh, PI: Paul A. Pilkonis, PhD, U01AR052155; Georgetown University, Pls: Carol. M. Moinpour, PhD (Fred
Hutchinson Cancer Research Center, Seattle) and Arnold L. Potosky, PhD, U01AR057971; Children’s Hospital
Medical Center, Cincinnati, PI: Esi M. Morgan DeWitt, MD, MSCE, U01AR057940; University of Maryland,
Baltimore, PI: Lisa M. Shulman, MD, U01AR057967; and Duke University, PI: Kevin P. Weinfurt, PhD,
U01AR052186). NIH Science Officers on this project have included Deborah Ader, PhD, Vanessa Ameen, MD
(deceased), Susan Czajkowski, PhD, Basil Eldadah, MD, PhD, Lawrence Fine, MD, DrPH, Lawrence Fox, MD,
PhD, Lynne Haverkos, MD, MPH, Thomas Hilton, PhD, Laura Lee Johnson, PhD, Michael Kozak, PhD, Peter
Lyster, PhD, Donald Mattison, MD, Claudia Moy, PhD, Louis Quatrano, PhD, Bryce Reeve, PhD, William Riley,
PhD, Peter Scheidt, MD, Ashley Wilder Smith, PhD, MPH, Susana Serrate-Sztein, MD, William Phillip Tonkins,
DrPH, Ellen Werner, PhD, Tisha Wiley, PhD, and James Witter, MD, PhD. The contents of this article uses data
developed under PROMIS. These contents do not necessarily represent an endorsement by the US Federal
Government or PROMIS. See www.nihpromis.org for additional information on the PROMIS® initiative. Each co-
author of this paper was supported by one or more of these grants. The authors thank Dagmar Amtmann, PhD, and
Kevin Weinfurt, PhD, for sharing their study datasets and for scientific consultation.

Reference List

1. World Health Organization. Constitution of the World Health Organization. Geneva: World Health
Organization; 1946.

2. Berkman LF, Glass T, Brissette I, Seeman TE. From Social Integration to Health: Durkheim in the
New Millennium. Soc Sci Med. 2000; 51(6):843-857. [PubMed: 10972429]

3. Sundquist K, Lindstrom M, Malmstrom M, Johansson SE, Sundquist J. Social Participation and
Coronary Heart Disease: A Follow-up Study of 6900 Women and Men in Sweden. Soc Sci Med.
2004; 58(3):615-622. [PubMed: 14652057]

4. Kamiya Y, Whelan B, Timonen V, Kenny RA. The Differential Impact of Subjective and Objective
Aspects of Social Engagement on Cardiovascular Risk Factors. BMC Geriatr. 2010; 10:81.
[PubMed: 21044327]

5. Magasi S, Hammel J, Heinemann AW, Whiteneck GG, Bogner J. Participation: A Comparative
Analysis of Multiple Rehabilitation Stakeholders' Perspectives. J Rehabil Med. 2009; 41(11):936-
944. [PubMed: 19841847]

6. Cieza A, Stucki A, Geyh S, et al. Icf Core Sets for Chronic Ischaemic Heart Disease. J Rehabil Med.
2004; 36(Supplement 44):94-99. [PubMed: 15370755]

7. Cieza A, Stucki G, Weigl M, et al. Icf Core Sets for Chronic Widespread Pain. J Rehabil Med. 2004;
36(Supplement 44):63-68. [PubMed: 15180220]

8. Cieza A, Chatterji S, Andersen C, et al. Icf Core Sets for Depression. J Rehabil Med. 2004;
36(Supplement 44):128-134. [PubMed: 15370760]

9. Riedinger MS, Dracup KA, Brecht ML, Padilla G, Sarna L, Ganz PA. Quality of Life in Patients
with Heart Failure: Do Gender Differences Exist? Heart Lung. 2001; 30(2)

10. Riedinger MS, Dracup KA, Brecht ML. Quality of Life in Women with Heart Failure, Normative
Groups, and Patients with Other Chronic Conditions. Am J Crit Care. 2002; 11(3):211-219.
[PubMed: 12022484]

11. Williams V, Bruton A, Ellis-Hill C, McPherson K. What Really Matters to Patients Living with
Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease? An Exploratory Study. Chron Respir Dis. 2007; 4(2):77-
85. [PubMed: 17621574]

J Clin Epidemiol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2017 May 01.



1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnuen Joyiny

1duosnuep Joyiny

Hahn et al.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31.

32.

33.

Page 8

Marques A, Jacome C, Gabriel R, Figueiredo D. Comprehensive Icf Core Set for Obstructive
Pulmonary Diseases: Validation of the Activities and Participation Component through the
Patient’s Perspective. Disabil Rehabil. 2013; 35(20):1686-1691. [PubMed: 23343360]
Swinkels-Meewisse IE, Roelofs J, Verbeek AL, Oostendorp RA, Vlaeyen JW. Fear of Movement/
(Re)Injury, Disability and Participation in Acute Low Back Pain. Pain. 2003; 105(1-2):371-379.
[PubMed: 14499456]

Liu CP, Leung DS, Chi I. Social Functioning, Polypharmacy and Depression in Older Chinese
Primary Care Patients. Aging Ment Health. 2011; 15(6):732-741. [PubMed: 21562990]
Whiteneck GG. Measurement of Participation in Rehabilitation R. Issues Affecting the Selection of
Participation Measurement in Outcomes Research and Clinical Trials. Arch Phys Med Rehabil.
2010; 91(9):S54-S59. [PubMed: 20801281]

DeWalt DA, Rothrock N, Yount S, Stone AA. PROMIS Cooperative Group. Evaluation of Item
Candidates: The PROMIS Qualitative Item Review. Med Care. 2007; 45(5 Suppl 1):S12-S21.
[PubMed: 17443114]

Castel LD, Williams KA, Bosworth HB, et al. Content Validity in the PROMIS Social-Health
Domain: A Qualitative Analysis of Focus-Group Data. Qual Life Res. 2008; 17(5):737-749.
[PubMed: 18478368]

Hahn EA, Cella D, Bode RK, Hanrahan RT. Measuring Social Well-Being in People with Chronic
IlIness. Soc Indic Res. 2010; 96(3):381-401.

Hahn EA, Devellis RF, Bode RK, et al. Measuring Social Health in the Patient-Reported Outcomes
Measurement Information System (PROMIS): Item Bank Development and Testing. Qual Life
Res. 2010; 19(7):1035-1044. [PubMed: 20419503]

Bode RK, Hahn E, DeVellis R, Cella D. Measuring Participation: The Patient-Reported Outcomes
Measurement Information System Experience. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 2010; 91(9 Supplement
1):S60-S65. [PubMed: 20801282]

Samejima, F. Psychometrika Monograph Supplement. Richmond, VVA: Psychometric Society;
1969. Estimation of Latent Ability Using a Response Pattern of Graded Scores. http://
www.psychometrika.org/journal/online/MN17.pdf

Thissen, D. Multilog User's Guide. Multiple, Categorical Item Analysis and Test Scoring Using
Item Response Theory. Lincolnwood, IL: Scientific Software International, Inc; 1991.

van der Linden, WJ.; Hambleton, RK. Handbook of Modern Item Response Theory. New York:
Springer-Verlag; 1997.

Reeve BB, Hays RD, Bjorner JB, et al. Psychometric Evaluation and Calibration of Health-Related
Quality of Life Item Banks: Plans for the Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information
System (PROMIS). Med Care. 2007; 45(5 Suppl 1):S22-S31. [PubMed: 17443115]

Cook KF, Jensen SE, Schalet BD, Beaumont JLDA, Czaikowski S. PROMIS Measures of Pain,
Fatigue, Negative Affect, Physical Function and Social Function Demonstrate Clinical Validity
across a Range of Chronic Conditions. J Clin Epidemiol. Submitted.

Jaeschke R, Singer J, Guyatt GH. Measurement of Health Status. Ascertaining the Minimal
Clinically Important Difference. Control Clin Trials. 1989; 10(4):407-415. [PubMed: 2691207]
Hays RD, Bjorner J, Revicki DA, Spritzer K, Cella D. Development of Physical and Mental Health
Summary Scores from the Patient Reported Outcomes Measurement Information System
(PROMIS) Global Items. Qual Life Res. 2009; 18(7):873-880. [PubMed: 19543809]

Verbeke, G.; Molenberghs, G. Linear Mixed Models for Longitudinal Data. New York, NY:
Springer-Verlag; 2000.

Hedeker, DR.; Gibbons, RD. Longitudinal Data Analysis. Hoboken, N.J: Wiley-Interscience; 2006.
Troxel AB, Fairclough DL, Curran D, Hahn EA. Statistical Analysis of Quality of Life with
Missing Data in Cancer Clinical Trials. Stat Med. 1998; 17(5-7):653-666. [PubMed: 9549814]
Little, RJA.; Rubin, DB. Statistical Analysis with Missing Data. Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons,
Inc; 2002.

Liang MH, Fossel AH, Larson MG. Comparisons of Five Health Status Instruments for Orthopedic
Evaluation. Med Care. 1990; 28(7):632-642. [PubMed: 2366602]

Cohen, J. Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences. 2. Hillsdale, N.J: L. Erlbaum
Associates; 1988.

J Clin Epidemiol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2017 May 01.


http://www.psychometrika.org/journal/online/MN17.pdf
http://www.psychometrika.org/journal/online/MN17.pdf

1duosnuepy Joyiny 1duosnuely Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny

1duosnuep Joyiny

Hahn et al.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

Page 9

Revicki DA, Cella D, Hays RD, Sloan JA, Lenderking WR, Aaronson NK. Responsiveness and
Minimal Important Differences for Patient Reported Outcomes. Health Qual Life Outcomes. 2006;
4:1-5. [PubMed: 16393335]

Hahn EA, DeWalt DA, Bode RK, et al. New English and Spanish Social Health Measures Will
Facilitate Evaluating Health Determinants. Health Psychol. 2014; 33(5):490-499. [PubMed:
24447188]

Cella D, Riley W, Stone A, et al. The Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information
System (PROMIS) Developed and Tested Its First Wave of Adult Self-Reported Health Outcome
Item Banks: 2005-2008. J Clin Epidemiol. 2010; 63(11):1179-1194. [PubMed: 20685078]

Lohr KN, Aaronson N, et al. Scientific Advisory Committee of the Medical Outcomes Trust.
Assessing Health Status and Quality-of-Life Instruments: Attributes and Review Criteria. Qual
Life Res. 2002; 11(3):193-205. [PubMed: 12074258]

US Food and Drug Administration. [Accessed November 26, 2011] Guidance for Industry. Patient-
Reported Outcome Measures: Use in Medical Product Development to Support Labeling Claims.
2009. http://www.fda.gov/downloads/Drugs/GuidanceComplianceRegulatoryInformation/
Guidances/lUCMO071975.pdf

Cella DF, Tulsky DS, Gray G, et al. The Functional Assessment of Cancer Therapy Scale:
Development and Validation of the General Measure. J Clin Oncol. 1993; 11(3):570-579.
[PubMed: 8445433]

Bonomi P, Kim K, Fairclough D, et al. Comparison of Survival and Quality of Life in Advanced
Non-Small-Cell Lung Cancer Patients Treated with Two Dose Levels of Paclitaxel Combined with
Cisplatin Versus Etoposide with Cisplatin: Results of an Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group
Trial. Journal of Clincial Oncology. 2000; 18(3):623-631.

Norman GR, Stratford P, Regehr G. Methodological Problems in the Retrospective Computation of
Responsiveness to Change: The Lesson of Cronbach. J Clin Epidemiol. 1997; 50(8):869-879.
[PubMed: 9291871]

Liu H, Cella D, Gershon R, et al. Representativeness of the PROMIS Internet Panel. J Clin
Epidemiol. 2010; 63(11):1169-1178. [PubMed: 20688473]

J Clin Epidemiol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2017 May 01.


http://www.fda.gov/downloads/Drugs/GuidanceComplianceRegulatoryInformation/Guidances/UCM071975.pdf
http://www.fda.gov/downloads/Drugs/GuidanceComplianceRegulatoryInformation/Guidances/UCM071975.pdf

1duosnuepy Joyiny 1duosnuely Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny

1duosnue Joyiny

Hahn et al.

Page 10

What is new?
Key Findings

e PROMIS measures of Satisfaction with Social Participation demonstrate
responsiveness to change in people with diverse chronic conditions.

What this adds to what was known?

»  Evidence for responsiveness to change will enable social function to be included
in clinical practice and comparative effectiveness research as an outcome, not
just a determinant of health.

What is the implication and what should change now?

» PROMIS measures provide researchers and clinicians with the tools to
accurately measure social function — an important but under-represented domain
of health.

» Computer-adaptive tests and fixed-length short forms for social function are
publicly available (www.assessmentcenter.net). Custom short forms can be
designed and scored using PROMIS item response theory calibrations.
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Figure 1.
PROMIS Satisfaction with Social Participation in Different Clinical Groups over Time

Higher scores indicate more satisfaction with participation. A T-score of 50 reflects the
mean (and 10 the standard deviation) in the US general population sample that was used to
center the T-scores.*2 Abbreviations: COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; CHF,
chronic heart failure.
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