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Supplementary Fig 1 Adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L (A modified version of the EQ-5D-Y-3L)
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EQ-5D-Y was modified with permission by the ©EuroQol Research Foundation. In this publication it will be referred to as the 'adapted EQ-5D-Y for 2–4-year-olds’. Reproduction of this version is not allowed. 
For reproduction, use or modification of the EQ-5D (any version), please register your study by using the online EQ registration page: www.euroqol.org

Supplementary Fig 2 Proportion of parents/caregivers reporting difficulty in completing the instrument



[bookmark: _Hlk144645585]Supplementary Table 1: Table of descriptive statistics of the original and adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L and EQ-5D-Y-5L
	Baseline characteristics
	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L 
N = 572
(n, %)
	Original EQ-5D-Y-3L
N = 264
(n, %)
	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-5L 
N = 578
(n, %)
	Original EQ-5D-Y-5L
N = 270
(n, %)
	

	Child gender
	
	
	
	
	

	    Female
	271 (47%)
	125 (47%)
	261 (45%)
	115 (43%)
	

	    Male
	298 (52%)
	139 (53%)
	314 (54%)
	155 (57%)
	

	    Other
	3 (0.5%)
	0 (0%)
	3 (0.5%)
	0 (0%)
	

	Child age
	
	
	
	
	

	    2
	198 (35%)
	66 (25%)
	197 (34%)
	65 (24%)
	

	    3
	167 (29%)
	76 (29%)
	171 (30%)
	80 (30%)
	

	    4
	207 (36%)
	122 (46%)
	210 (36%)
	125 (46%)
	

	Child Aboriginal or Torres Strait Island origin
	
	
	
	
	

	    Yes
	29 (5.1%)
	18 (6.8%)
	31 (5.4%)
	20 (7.4%)
	

	    No
	541 (95%)
	245 (93%)
	546 (94%)
	250 (93%)
	

	    Prefer not to say
	2 (0.3%)
	1 (0.4%)
	1 (0.2%)
	0 (0%)
	

	Child main language at home
	
	
	
	
	

	    English
	474 (83%)
	229 (87%)
	487 (84%)
	242 (90%)
	

	    Non-English
	98 (17%)
	35 (13%)
	91 (16%)
	28 (10%)
	

	Child having special health care needs (SHCNs)
	
	
	
	
	

	    Yes
	227 (40%)
	63 (24%)
	216 (37%)
	52 (19%)
	

	    No
	345 (60%)
	201 (76%)
	356 (63%)
	212 (81%)
	

	Child having a health condition or disability that lasted or are likely to last for 6 months or more
	
	
	
	
	

	    Yes
	251 (44%)
	66 (25%)
	247 (43%)
	62 (23%)
	

	    No
	321 (56%)
	198 (75%)
	325 (57%)
	202 (77%)
	

	Caregiver education – Bachelor’s degree or above
	
	
	
	
	

	    Yes
	304 (53%)
	117 (44%)
	290 (51%)
	103 (39%)
	

	    No
	268 (47%)
	147 (56%)
	288 (49%)
	167 (61%)
	

	Household weekly income (before tax)
	
	
	
	
	

	    Less than $500 per week ($25,999 or less per year)
	22 (3.9%)
	14 (5.3%)
	26 (4.6%)
	18 (6.7%)
	

	    $500-$999 per week ($26,000-$51,999 per year)
	102 (18%)
	52 (20%)
	99 (18%)
	49 (18%)
	

	    $1,000-$1,999 per week ($52,000-$103,9799 per year)
	202 (36%)
	101 (38%)
	213 (38%)
	112 (42%)
	

	    $2,000 or more per week ($104,000 or more per year)
	232 (42%)
	96 (37%)
	224 (40%)
	88 (33%)
	

	Caregiver perception on child's current health
	
	
	
	
	

	    Excellent
	197 (34%)
	104 (39%)
	183 (32%)
	90 (33%)
	

	    Very good
	236 (41%)
	112 (42%)
	243 (42%)
	119 (44%)
	

	    Good
	105 (18%)
	41 (16%)
	109 (19%)
	45 (17%)
	

	    Fair
	32 (5.6%)
	7 (2.7%)
	40 (6.9%)
	15 (5.6%)
	

	    Poor
	2 (0.3%)
	0 (0%)
	3 (0.5%)
	1 (0.4%)
	

	Sample overlap between instruments 
	
	
	
	
	

	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L
	100%
	100%
	-
	-
	

	Original EQ-5D-Y-3L
	46%
	100%
	-
	-
	

	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-5L
	-
	-
	100%
	100%
	

	Original EQ-5D-Y-5L
	-
	-
	47%
	100%
	






Supplementary Table 2. Correlation coefficient of the original EQ-5D-Y-3L and adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L 
	Original EQ-5D-Y-3L 
	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L 

	Item 
	Mobility 
	Looking after themselves 
	Usual activities 
	Pain or discomfort 
	Worried, sad, or unhappy

	Mobility 
	 0.53***
	0.22***
	0.38***
	0.12*
	0.24***

	Looking after themselves 
	0.19**
	0.69***
	0.49***
	0.27***
	0.35***

	Usual activities 
	0.32***
	0.44***
	0.63***
	0.23***
	0.35***

	Pain or discomfort 
	0.23***
	0.22***
	0.21***
	0.75***
	0.31***

	Worried, sad, or unhappy
	0.13*
	0.20***
	0.36***
	0.29***
	0.77***

	Note: Green cells indicate strong correlation (0.7-0.99); yellow cells indicate moderate correlation (0.4 to 0.69); and white cells indicate weak correlation (0.1-0.39). Bolded cells hypothesized at least moderate item correlation based on item wording similarity. * = P < 0.05, ** = P <0.01, *** P <0.001



Supplementary Table 3. Correlation coefficient of the original EQ-5D-Y-5L and adapted EQ-5D-Y-5L 
	Original EQ-5D-Y-5L 
	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-5L 

	Item 
	Mobility 
	Looking after themselves 
	Usual activities 
	Pain or discomfort 
	Worried, sad, or unhappy

	Mobility 
	0.73***
	0.33***
	0.44***
	0.30***
	0.17***

	Looking after themselves 
	0.27***
	0.76***
	0.50***
	0.21***
	0.23***

	Usual activities 
	0.37***
	0.37***
	0.69***
	0.31***
	0.36***

	Pain or discomfort 
	0.23***
	0.16**
	0.44***
	0.82***
	0.33***

	Worried, sad, or unhappy
	0.25***
	0.20**
	0.40***
	0.34***
	0.87***

	Note: Green cells indicate strong correlation (0.7-0.99); yellow cells indicate moderate correlation (0.4 to 0.69); and white cells indicate weak correlation (0.1-0.39). Bolded cells hypothesized at least moderate item correlation based on item wording similarity. * = P < 0.05, ** = P <0.01, *** P <0.001

	



Convergence
Convergence was assessed by comparing the expected dimension correlations, between the adapted and original Y-3L and Y-5L, against Spearman’s correlation coefficients. An instrument is determined to display convergence if the dimension is correlated where we expected them to be correlated. The hypothesised dimension correlations were set based on similarity of item content and set a priori where moderate correlation was expected, determined by 6 health-outcome experts via a consensus approach [1]. Spearman’s correlation coefficient thresholds of; 0-0.9, 0.1-0.39, 0.4-0.69, 0.7-0.99, 1 indicating zero, weak, moderate, strong, and perfect correlation were used [2]. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]When comparing the dimension correlation between the adapted and original Y-3L, seven dimension comparisons had moderate to large correlation (Supplementary Table 2, 3). There were nine dimensions comparisons that had a moderate to large correlation between the adapted and original Y-5L. There were seven expected correlations between the adapted and original Y-3L and Y-5L. These expected correlations were between the same 5 domain pairs (e.g., mobility correlated with mobility), and between looking after self and usual activities (in both directions). When comparing the correlation between the adapted and original Y-3L and Y-5L, the instruments displayed strong convergence as all expected correlations were all at least moderately correlated (except between usual activity of the original Y-5L to looking after themselves for adapted Y-5L), with few being strongly correlated (Spearman’s Correlation >0.75). 
1.	Jones R, Mulhern B, Devlin N, et al. Australian Paediatric Multi-Instrument Comparison (P-MIC) Study: Technical Methods Paper [Online]. Published online 2023. https://www.quokkaresearchprogram.org/project-1-1
2.	Dancey C, Reidy J. Statistics without Maths for Psychology. Pearson Education; 2007.






Supplementary table 4: Distribution of responses of the original and adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L
	
	
	Adapted 
EQ-5D-Y3L 
	Original 
EQ-5D-Y3L 
	Adapted 
EQ-5D-Y3L 
	Original 
EQ-5D-Y3L 
	Adapted 
EQ-5D-Y3L 
	Original 
EQ-5D-Y3L 

	Dimension
	Level
	Total sample (n, %)
	SHCNs (n, %)
	No SHCNs (n, %)

	Mobility
	1
	491 (86%)
	253 (96%)
	160 (70%)
	54 (86%)
	331 (96%)
	199 (99%)

	
	2
	61 (11%)
	10 (3.8%)
	49 (22%)
	8 (13%)
	12 (3.5%)
	2 (1.0%)

	
	3
	20 (3.5)
	1 (0.4%)
	18 (7.9%)
	1 (1.6%)
	2 (0.6%)
	0

	Looking after themselves
	1
	339 (59%)
	152 (58%)
	93 (41%)
	22 (35%)
	246 (71%)
	130 (65%)

	
	2
	185 (32%)
	93 (35%)
	92 (41%)
	30 (48%)
	93 (27%)
	63 (31%)

	
	3
	48 (8.4%)
	19 (7.2%)
	42 (19%)
	11 (17%)
	6 (1.7%)
	8 (4.0%)

	Usual activities
	1
	409 (72%)
	220 (83%)
	108 (48%)
	37 (59%)
	301 (87%)
	183 (91%)

	
	2
	131 (23%)
	42 (16%)
	91 (40%)
	24 (38%)
	40 (12%)
	18 (9.0%)

	
	3
	32 (5.6%)
	2 (0.8%)
	28 (12%)
	2 (3.2%)
	4 (1.2%)
	0

	Pain or discomfort
	1
	447 (78%)
	221 (84%)
	144 (63%)
	46 (73%)
	303 (88%)
	175 (87%)

	
	2
	120 (21%)
	42 (16%)
	79 (35%)
	17 (27%)
	41 (12%)
	25 (12%)

	
	3
	5 (0.9%)
	1 (0.4%)
	4 (1.8%)
	0
	1 (0.3%)
	1 (0.5%)

	Worried, sad, or unhappy
	1
	390 (68%)
	178 (67%)
	125 (55%)
	30 (48%)
	265 (77%)
	148 (74%)

	
	2
	169 (30%)
	82 (31%)
	93 (41%)
	31 (49%)
	76 (22%)
	51 (25%)

	
	3
	13 (2.3%)
	4 (1.5%)
	9 (4.0%)
	2 (3.2%)
	4 (1.2%)
	2 (1.0%)




Supplementary table 5: Distribution of responses of the original and adapted EQ-5D-Y-5L
	
	
	Adapted
EQ-5D-Y5L
	Original
EQ-5D-Y5L 
	Adapted 
EQ-5D-Y5L 
	Original 
EQ-5D-Y5L 
	Adapted
EQ-5D-Y5L 
	Original 
EQ-5D-Y5L 

	Dimension
	Level
	Total sample 
proportion (n, %)
	Special healthcare needs proportion (n, %)
	No special healthcare needs proportion (n, %)

	Mobility
	1
	478 (83%)
	253 (94%)
	137 (63%)
	43 (83%)
	341 (94%)
	341 (94%)

	
	2
	47 (8.1%)
	8 (3.0%)
	36 (17%)
	6 (12%)
	11 (3.0%)
	11 (3.0%)

	
	3
	36 (6.2%)
	5 (1.9%)
	28 (13%)
	1 (1.9%)
	8 (2.2%)
	8 (2.2%)

	
	4
	13 (2.2%)
	4 (1.5%)
	11 (5.1%)
	2 (3.8%)
	2 (0.6%)
	2 (0.6%)

	
	5
	4 (0.7%)
	0
	4 (1.9%)
	0
	0
	0

	Looking after themselves
	1
	313 (54%)
	118 (44%)
	76 (35%)
	10 (19%)
	237 (65%)
	237 (65%)

	
	2
	137 (24%)
	93 (34%)
	52 (24%)
	20 (38%)
	85 (23%)
	85 (23%)

	
	3
	69 (12%)
	36 (13%)
	38 (18%)
	13 (25%)
	31 (8.6%)
	31 (8.6%)

	
	4
	34 (5.9%)
	14 (5.2%)
	28 (13%)
	7 (13%)
	6 (1.7%)
	6 (1.7%)

	
	5
	25 (4.3%)
	9 (3.3%)
	22 (10%)
	2 (3.8%)
	3 (0.8%)
	3 (0.8%)

	Usual activities
	1
	384 (66%)
	210 (78%)
	96 (44%)
	27 (52%)
	288 (80%)
	288 (80%)

	
	2
	99 (17%)
	41 (15%)
	50 (23%)
	16 (31%)
	49 (14%)
	49 (14%)

	
	3
	58 (10%)
	10 (3.7%)
	38 (18%)
	4 (7.7%)
	20 (5.5%)
	20 (5.5%)

	
	4
	28 (4.8%)
	8 (3.0%)
	24 (11%)
	4 (7.7%)
	4 (1.1%)
	4 (1.1%)

	
	5
	9 (1.6%)
	1 (0.4%)
	8 (3.7%)
	1 (1.9%)
	1 (0.3%)
	1 (0.3%)

	Pain or discomfort
	1
	429 (74%)
	218 (81%)
	122 (56%)
	33 (63%)
	307 (85%)
	307 (85%)

	
	2
	104 (18%)
	37 (14%)
	61 (28%)
	12 (23%)
	43 (12%)
	43 (12%)

	
	3
	35 (6.1%)
	11 (4.1%)
	26 (12%)
	6 (12%)
	9 (2.5%)
	9 (2.5%)

	
	4
	10 (1.7%)
	3 (1.1%)
	7 (3.2%)
	1 (1.9%)
	3 (0.8%)
	3 (0.8%)

	
	5
	0
	1 (0.4%)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Worried, sad, or unhappy
	1
	334 (58%)
	152 (56%)
	100 (46%)
	25 (48%)
	234 (65%)
	234 (65%)

	
	2
	211 (37%)
	94 (35%)
	96 (44%)
	17 (33%)
	115 (32%)
	115 (32%)

	
	3
	26 (4.5%)
	19 (7.0%)
	15 (6.9%)
	7 (13%)
	11 (3.0%)
	11 (3.0%)

	
	4
	5 (0.9%)
	5 (1.9%)
	3 (1.4%)
	3 (5.8%)
	2 (0.6%)
	2 (0.6%)

	
	5
	2 (0.3%)
	0
	2 (0.9%)
	0
	0
	0



Supplementary table 6. Known-group validity – Cohen’s D effect sizes of the original and adapted versions of the EQ-5D-Y-3L for different known health groups using the EQ-5D-Y-3L Dutch value set 






	
	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L
	Original EQ-5D-Y-3L

	Group
	Sample size (n)
	Mean utility
	Diff
	Cohen D ES
(95% CI)
	Sample size (n)
	Mean utility 
	Diff
	Cohen D ES
(95% CI)

	Child SHCNs
	227
	0.79
	
	
	63
	0.84
	
	

	No SHCNs
	345
	0.94
	-0.15
	0.91***
(0.73–1.08)
	201
	0.94
	-0.10
	0.88*** 
(0.59 – 1.17)

	Poor/fair/good
	139
	0.75
	
	
	48
	0.83
	
	

	Very good/ Excellent
	433
	0.92
	-0.17
	1.08***
(0.88 – 1.28)
	216
	0.93
	-0.10
	0.86***
(0.54 – 1.19)

	EQ VAS <80
	200
	0.77
	
	
	78
	0.85
	
	

	EQ VAS >81
	372
	0.94
	-0.17
	1.07***
(0.89 – 1.26)
	186
	0.94
	-0.09
	0.75***
(0.48 – 1.02)

	Healthy
	214
	0.95
	
	
	112
	0.95
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Asthma
	74
	0.86
	-0.09
	0.73***
(0.46 – 1.01)
	29
	0.90
	-0.05
	0.52
(0.11 – 0.94)

	ADHD
	37
	0.82
	-0.13
	1.08***
(0.72 – 1.45)
	31
	0.83
	-0.12
	1.16***
(0.73 – 1.58)

	Autism
	38
	0.63
	-0.32
	2.30*** 
(1.90 – 2.70)
	15
	0.70
	-0.25
	2.45***
(1.82 – 3.07)

	Behavioural problems
	55
	0.72
	-0.23
	1.60***
(1.28 – 1.93)
	26
	0.82
	-0.13
	1.19***
(0.74 – 1.64)

	Constipation
	40
	0.70
	-0.25
	1.68***
(1.27 – 2.09)
	8
	0.82
	-0.13
	1.22
(0.48 – 1.97)

	Developmental delay
	71
	0.72
	-0.23
	1.54***
(1.18 – 1.91)
	13
	0.79
	-0.16
	1.52*
(0.91 – 2.13)

	Eczema
	98
	0.67
	-0.28
	1.83***
(1.52 – 2.13)
	18
	0.79
	-0.16
	1.47**
(0.93 – 2.00)

	Food allergy
	63
	0.86
	-0.09
	0.67***
(0.43 – 0.92)
	28
	0.87
	-0.08
	0.87***
(0.44 – 1.30)

	Hay fever
	36
	0.83
	-0.12
	0.81***
(0.52 -1.10)
	17
	0.82
	-0.13
	1.19*
(0.66 – 1.73)

	Sleeping problems
	111
	0.84
	-0.11
	1.00***
(0.64 – 1.37)
	11
	0.87
	-0.08
	0.84
(0.20 – 1.47)

	Note: Health groups with sample sizes <10 was excluded. Cohen’s D effect size thresholds 0.2 to 0.49, 0.5 to 0.79, and >0.8 denote small, medium, and large effect sizes, respectively. The healthy group was free of any chronic condition. Bolded scores indicate the instrument with the higher Cohen’s D effect size. * = P < 0.05, ** = P <0.01, *** P <0.001





Supplementary table 7: ICC scores of the original and adapted versions of the EQ-5D-Y-3L using the EQ-5D-Y-3L Dutch value set 
	
	Sample size (n)
	Utility
ICC (95%CI)

	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L 
	210
	0.75*** (0.69 – 0.80)

	Original EQ-5D-Y-3L
	55
	0.47*** (0.23 – 0.65)

	Note: ICC thresholds of <0.4, 0.4 to 0.59, 0.60 to 0.74, and >0.75 were indicative of poor, fair, good, and excellent reliability, respectively. Bolded scores indicate the instrument with the higher ICC. * = P < 0.05, ** = P <0.01, *** P <0.001
























Supplementary Table 8. Level sum score difference and standardised response mean of the original and adapted versions of the EQ-5D-Y-3L and EQ-5D-Y-5L for changes in caregivers’ perception of the child’s health at follow-up
	
	Follow-up change in caregivers’ perception of child’s health 
	Sample size (n)
	Baseline mean LSS
 (SD)
	Follow-up mean LSS
 (SD)
	Mean LSS Diff
	SRM

	Adapted 
EQ-5D-Y-3L 
	Better
	45
	7.13 (2.4)
	6.4 (1.8)
	-0.73
	0.44**

	
	No change
	176
	6.44 (2.03)
	6.5 (2.01)
	0.06
	-0.05

	
	Worse
	123
	6.97 (2.12)
	7.31 (2.19)
	0.34
	-0.23**

	Original 
EQ-5D-Y-3L
	Better
	5
	6.6 (1.52)
	6.8 (2.49)
	0.20
	-0.15

	
	No change
	49
	5.88 (0.99)
	6.1 (1.21)
	0.22
	-0.18

	
	Worse
	32
	6.56 (1.76)
	6.78 (2.03)
	0.22
	-0.16

	Adapted
EQ-5D-Y-5L
	Better
	61
	8.34 (3.81)
	7.16 (3.02)
	-1.18
	0.36**

	
	No change
	168
	7.31 (3.39)
	7.3 (3.4)
	-0.01
	0.01

	
	Worse
	117
	8.14 (3.25)
	8.58 (3.8)
	0.44
	-0.17

	Original 
EQ-5D-Y-5L
	Better
	18
	8.72 (3.98)
	7.72 (3.69)
	-1.00
	0.25

	
	No change
	36
	6.56 (1.65)
	6.28 (1.41)
	-0.28
	0.19

	
	Worse
	24
	6.58 (1.59)
	7.08 (2.43)
	0.50
	-0.19

	Note: Follow-up survey was 4 weeks post initial survey. Parents either reported worsened (poorer), about the same (no changes), or improved (better) health of their child at follow-up. Standardised response mean (SRM) thresholds of 0.2 to 0.49, 0.5 to 0.79, and >0.8 denote small, moderate, and large effect sizes, respectively. * = P < 0.05, ** = P <0.01, *** P <0.001



Supplementary Table 9. Utility difference and standardised response mean of the original and adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L for changes in caregivers’ perception of the child’s health at follow-up
	
	Follow-up change in caregivers’ perception of child’s health 
	Sample size (n)
	Baseline mean Utility
 (SD)
	Follow-up mean Utility
 (SD)
	Mean Utility Diff
	SRM

	Adapted 
EQ-5D-Y-3L 
	Better
	45
	0.83 (0.26)
	0.9 (0.15)
	0.07
	-0.36*

	
	No change
	176
	0.89 (0.18)
	0.88 (0.18)
	-0.01
	0.05

	
	Worse
	123
	0.85 (0.18)
	0.82 (0.21)
	-0.03
	0.26**

	Original 
EQ-5D-Y-3L
	Better
	5
	0.89 (0.11)
	0.86 (0.19)
	-0.03
	0.25

	
	No change
	49
	0.94 (0.08)
	0.92 (0.09)
	-0.02
	0.17

	
	Worse
	32
	0.88 (0.16)
	0.86 (0.23)
	-0.02
	0.18

	Note: Follow-up survey was 4 weeks post initial survey. Parents either reported worsened (poorer), about the same (no changes), or improved (better) health of their child at follow-up. Standardised response mean (SRM) thresholds of 0.2 to 0.49, 0.5 to 0.79, and >0.8 denote small, moderate, and large effect sizes, respectively. * = P < 0.05, ** = P <0.01, *** P <0.001



Supplementary Table 10. Paretian Classification of Health Change and probability of superiority of the original and adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L and EQ-5D-Y-5L
	
	Adapted 
EQ-5D-Y-3L 
	Original 
EQ-5D-Y-3L
	Adapted 
EQ-5D-Y-5L 
	Original 
EQ-5D-Y-5L

	 
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)

	Dimension level - Mobility

	No change
	310 (90.1%)
	84 (97.6%)
	290 (83.8%)
	73 (93.6%)

	Improve
	19 (5.5%)
	0 (0%)
	27 (7.8%)
	2 (2.6%)

	Worsen
	15 (4.4%)
	2 (2.3%)
	29 (8.4%)
	3 (3.8%)

	Probability of superiority
	51.0%
	49.0%
	50.0%
	49.0%

	Dimension level - Looking after self

	No change
	255 (74.1%)
	53 (61.6%)
	213 (61.5%)
	38 (48.7%)

	Improve
	54 (15.7%)
	19 (22.1%)
	82 (23.7%)
	25 (32.1%)

	Worsen
	35 (10.2%)
	14 (16.3%)
	51 (14.7%)
	15 (19.2%)

	Probability of superiority
	53.0%
	53.0%
	54.0%
	56.0%

	Dimension level - Usual activity

	No change
	263 (76.4%)
	75 (87.2%)
	237 (68.5%)
	57 (73.1%)

	Improve
	43 (12.5%)
	3 (3.5%)
	67 (19.4%)
	13 (16.7%)

	Worsen
	38 (11%)
	8 (9.3%)
	42 (12.1%)
	8 (10.3%)

	Probability of superiority
	51.0%
	47.0%
	54.0%
	53.0%

	Dimension level - Pain or discomfort

	No change
	263 (76.5%)
	67 (77.9%)
	247 (71.3%)
	58 (83.3%)

	Improve
	32 (99.3%)
	7 (8.1%)
	43 (12.4%)
	8 (10.3%)

	Worsen
	49 (14.2%)
	12 (14%)
	56 (16.2%)
	12 (6.4%)

	Probability of superiority
	48.0%
	47.0%
	48.0%
	47.0%

	Dimension level - Worried, sad, or unhappy

	No change
	229 (66.6%)
	51 (59.3%)
	224 (64.8%)
	49 (57.7%)

	Improve
	40 (11.6%)
	11 (12.8%)
	54 (15.6%)
	17 (21.8%)

	Worsen
	75 (21.8%)
	24 (27.9%)
	68 (19.7%)
	12 (20.5%)

	Probability of superiority
	45.0%
	42.0%
	48.0%
	53.0%

	Instrument level

	No change
	136 (39.6%)
	28 (32.5%)
	98 (28.4%)
	16 (18%)

	Improve
	74 (21.5%)
	21 (24.4%)
	99 (28.6%)
	29 (37.2%)

	Worsen
	88 (25.6%)
	27 (31.4%)
	80 (23.1%)
	18 (23.1%)

	Mixed change
	46 (13.4%)
	10 (11.6%)
	69 (19.9%)
	15 (19.2%)

	Probability of superiority
	41%
	41%
	43%
	47%



Difficult	
Adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L	Original EQ-5D-Y-3L	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-5L	Original EQ-5D-Y-5L	5.7692307692307689E-2	4.5454545454545456E-2	3.6332179930795849E-2	3.7037037037037035E-2	Neither difficult or easy	
Adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L	Original EQ-5D-Y-3L	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-5L	Original EQ-5D-Y-5L	0.12237762237762238	0.11363636363636363	0.13667820069204153	0.15925925925925927	Easy	
Adapted EQ-5D-Y-3L	Original EQ-5D-Y-3L	Adapted EQ-5D-Y-5L	Original EQ-5D-Y-5L	0.81993006993006989	0.84090909090909094	0.82698961937716264	0.8037037037037037	
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image1.jpeg
Under each heading, please fick the ONE box that you think best describes the child's
health TODAY.

MOBILITY (For example: walking, running, jumping; st an age appropriate
leve)
o problems with movement

Some problems with movement

oDoo

Aot of problems with movement

LOOKING AFTER THEMSELVES (For example: helping with washing
dressing, tileting; at an age sppropriate level)
o problems with helping look after themselves.

Some problems with helping look after themsefves.

ooo

Aot of problems with helping look after themselves.

DOING USUAL ACTIVITIES (For example: everyday activiies such ss,
pisying, socialsing, sieeping, eating; at an age appropriate level)

Ho prablems with usualactiies a

Some problems with usual actiities

o

Aot of problems with usual activites a

HAVING PAIN OR DISCOMFORT (For example: unususlly iritable, crying
for a long time, not able to be settied)
No pain or discomort

Some pain or discomfort

ooo

Aot of pain or discomfort

FEELING WORRIED, SAR OR UNHAPPY (For exsmple: unusually
oersistent angry, scared, nesady, withdraun)

Hot wortied, sad or unhappy
A bit worted, sad or unhappy

a
Abit a
Very worried, 524 o unhappy a





