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Abstract

Background: Sickle cell disease (SCD) is a chronic disease associated with high degrees of morbidity and
increased mortality. Health-related quality of life (HRQOL) among adults with sickle cell disease has not
been widely reported.

Methods: We administered the Medical Outcomes Study 36-item Short-Form to 308 patients in the Pain
in Sickle Cell Epidemiology Study (PiSCES) to assess HRQOL. Scales included physical function, physical
and emotional role function, bodily pain, vitality, social function, mental health, and general health. We
compared scores with national norms using t-tests, and with three chronic disease cohorts: asthma, cystic
fibrosis and hemodialysis patients using analysis of variance and Dunnett's test for comparison with a
control. We also assessed whether SCD specific variables (genotype, pain, crisis and utilization) were
independently predictive of SF-36 subscales, controlling for socio-demographic variables using regression.

Results: Patients with SCD scored significantly worse than national norms on all subscales except mental
health. Patients with SCD had lower HRQOL than cystic fibrosis patients except for mental health. Scores
were similar for physical function, role function and mental health as compared to asthma patients, but
worse for bodily pain, vitality, social function and general health subscales. Compared to dialysis patients,
sickle cell disease patients scored similarly on physical role and emotional role function, social functioning
and mental health, worse on bodily pain, general health and vitality and better on physical functioning.
Surprisingly, genotype did not influence HRQOL except for vitality. However, scores significantly
decreased as pain levels increased.

Conclusion: SCD patients experience health related quality of life worse than the general population, and
in general, their scores were most similar to patients undergoing hemodialysis. Practitioners should regard
their HRQOL as severely compromised. Interventions in SCD should consider improvements in health
related quality of life as important outcomes.
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Background

Functional status and health-related quality of life
(HRQOL) may be impaired in sickle cell disease (SCD)
due to morbid events, such as stroke, or other organ sys-
tem failures. The Cooperative Study of Sickle Cell Disease
(CSSD) found that morbid events such as strokes that
impaired function often preceded death in childhood [1-
3] Until recent decades, SCD was associated with chronic
childhood pain, organ failure and death in very early
adulthood. Treatment advances have now transformed
SCD into a chronic disease suffered by children and
adults. Frequently, patients surviving until adulthood
experience significant organ system damage that may
include stroke, pulmonary failure and pulmonary hyper-
tension, renal failure, congestive heart failure, leg ulcers,
and osteonecrosis of the femoral or humeral heads [2].

Children and adolescents with SCD report poor HRQOL
in qualitative studies using focus groups [4], and fare
worse in their HRQOL compared to controls on health
surveys [5] or on assessments of general physical, motor
and independent daily functioning [6,7]. Despite the con-
siderable evidence in children for reduced HRQOL in
SCD, few studies have evaluated the impact of this disease
on health related quality of life in adults [8-11].

The impact of this disease on HRQOL for adults may be
even greater than for children. Quality of life is deterio-
rated by episodic, debilitating pain associated with sub-
stantial analgesic use, frequent hospitalization for pain
episodes, and ultimately organ failure. Although SCD
related pain can often be managed by analgesics and opi-
oids, adults with SCD may be under-treated because clini-
cians suspect drug dependence in this population. This
provider bias may lead to reluctance by patients to seek
medical attention [12,13]. Further, HRQOL may be over-
estimated by providers that do not regularly care for
patients with SCD due to lack of understanding of the
severity of the painful crises and the potential impact on
function. Therefore, assessing the quality of life among a
US adult SCD population and providing comparisons
with HRQOL reported among comparable adults with
other chronic diseases may be an important method for
providing health care practitioners who care for these
patients a more objective perspective on the impact and
severity of this disease. In addition, quality of life in SCD
is important to describe because it amplifies the ability to
identify patients for whom potentially dangerous but
potent interventions such as hydroxyurea or bone marrow
transplantation is justified at an early stage.

Methods

Study description

The Pain in Sickle Cell Epidemology Study (PiSCES) is a
longitudinal cohort study of over 300 adult patients with
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SCD designed to understand the relationship between
pain and response to pain. The emphasis is on potentially
mutable etiologic, and non-biologic variables. The PiS-
CES methods have been described in detail elsewhere
[14]. Briefly, we enrolled 308 adult patients with SCD
from July 2002 through August 2004. Baseline informa-
tion, laboratory data and daily pain diary data were col-
lected. Baseline data was collected at the time of
enrollment using a self-administered questionnaire which
included questions on demographics, health related qual-
ity of life, and other information including medical his-
tory and medication use. In addition to the survey
information, blood was obtained for genotyping and
urine specimens were collected to assess renal function.

As part of the PiSCES study, patients filled out daily dia-
ries for up to 6 months [14]. The diary was modeled after
the one used in the Multicenter Study of Hydroxyurea
[15]. Among other things, the diary asked patients to
report about the previous 24 hours: the worst sickle cell
pain intensity, on a scale from 0 (none) to 9 (unbearable),
whether or not they were in a sickle cell crisis, and
whether they had gone for an unscheduled physician visit,
ED visit or were hospitalized due to sickle cell pain.

Patient population

Patients were solicited for enrollment from across Vir-
ginia, but focused on the Richmond and Tidewater areas
of Virginia. Patients aged 16 years and older were eligible
for enrollment Patients identified as potentially eligible
for the study were invited and scheduled for an enroll-
ment visit, at which time informed consent was obtained.
The study, along with recruitment methods, was approved
by the VCU IRB.

Interested patients were then screened using the Mini
Mental Status Examination [16] to assure competency
(excluded if score less than 27) and the ability to provide
informed consent. Patents were compensated ten dollars
for the initial visit, when blood and urine specimens are
obtained, and the baseline survey was completed.

To assess the relative HRQOL in SCD patients, compari-
son groups from published reports representing three dif-
ferent cohorts of patients with chronic diseases including
asthma [17], cystic fibrosis [18] and hemodialysis [19]
patients were included. These comparison groups were
selected to be similar in age and gender to the PiSCES
cohort. The asthma sample consisted of 301 patients
whose mean age was 38 and 56% of whom were female.
The hemodialysis sample consisted of 1000 prevalent
cases with a mean age of 58 and of whom 50% were
female. Data regarding cystic fibrosis came from 223 ado-
lescents and adult subjects participating in a validation of
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the quality of life instrument with a mean age of 25, and
54% female.

Analytic variables

The Medical Outcome Study 36 item Short Form (SF-36)
[20] is a generic measure of health related to functional
status and well being. The survey is not disease- or age-
specific and has been validated across a wide variety of
age, race and disease groups, including many chronic dis-
eases [20-22]. The SF-36 has high test-retest reliability, has
been shown to predict a number of poor outcomes [23],
has been compared with biological markers for their sen-
sitivity to change in severity of chronic illness [24], and
has been used as outcomes in clinical trials of chronic ill-
ness [25].

The SF-36 is multidimensional with subscales represent-
ing eight of the most important dimensions of HRQOL:
physical function, physical role functions, emotional role
functioning, bodily pain, vitality, general health, mental
health and social function. Subscales are measured on a
scale from 0 - 100 (with 0 being the worst and 100 the
best score). Values are available for specific age and gender
population subgroups for the US and other populations.
In addition to the chronic disease samples used for com-
parison, the normal values for age matched males and
females from the general US population are provided and
compared with our study population.

Sickle cell genotype (SB* Thalasemia, Sf3¢ Thalasemia, SC
and SS) is a known predictor of mortality and disease
severity. The CSSCD evaluated the natural history of 3578
patients ranging in age from newborns to age 66. Hospital
utilization due to pain varied according to genotype (SS =
0.8 episodes/pt/yr., Sf3° Thalasemia = 1.0 episodes/pt/yr.,
SC and S+ Thalasemia = 0.4 episodes/pt/yr) [1]. Geno-
type was also a predictor of the age at death [2]. Further,
among patients over the age of 20, the hospital utilization
rate due to pain was correlated with mortality over the
years [2]. For this study, genotype was obtained either
directly from the blood specimen obtained from the
patient at enrollment or from the patient's medical record.
Since there were few patients with SB+ Thalasemia and Sf3¢
Thalasemia, for purposes of analyses, two groups were
defined. The more severe genotype grouping included SS
and SfR°Thalasemia, the less severe group included SC and
SB+ Thalasemia,

We used three calculated variables from the diary for this
study. Mean daily pain was calculated as the sum of the
pain intensity for all diary days, divided by the total
number of days the diary was completed. The percentage
of days for which a crisis was marked on the diary was cal-
culated as 100*the number of days with crisis marked,
divided by the total number of days the diary was com-
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Table I: Demographic description of PiSCES cohort

Variable Frequency (percent)
Gender
Male 122 (39.6)
Female 186 (60.4)
Education
<High school 41 (13.4)
High School grad 116 (37.9)
Some college 110 (35.9)
College Grad 39 (12.7)
Age group
1624 79 (25.6)
25-34 92 (29.9)
3544 82 (26.9)
45-54 42 (13.6)
55-64 12 (3.9)
Marital Status
Married 67 (21.8)
Never married 198 (64.5)
Divorced/separated/widowed 42 (13.7)
Genotype
SS 206 (66.9)
SB° Thalasemia 8 (2.6)
SC 75 (4.3)
SB* Thalasemia 10 3.2)
Unknown 9 (2.9)

pleted. Percentage of days on which there was utilization
was constructed similarly, with utilization consisting of
either an unscheduled clinic visit, an ED visit or an over-
night hospitalization. Since these latter two variable was
very skewed, with many having no crisis or utilization, for
analysis the diary variables were divided into 3 categories
of roughly equal size (coded 1, 2, 3): Percent of days with
self-reported crises: 0, 0.1-10, 10+; Percent of days with
utilization: 0, 0.1-3, 3+.

Statistical methods

Means and standard deviations are presented. Compari-
son values were created from MOS national norms data by
using a weighted average of age-gender specific values,
with the weights equal to the proportion of the PiSCES
sample in that age group. Subscales for the PiSCES cohort
were compared to national norms with a t-test. Analysis of
variance was used as an overall test for equality of each
subscale across chronic disease cohorts. When the overall
F test was significant, Dunnett's test was used to compare
each of the chronic diseases to the mean for the PiSCES
cohort. To determine whether SCD-specific variables were
independently predictive of HRQOL, we used multiple
linear regression, controlling for socio-demographic vari-
ables (age, gender, education). SCD-specific variables
included genotype, mean pain, and percent days of diary
days reporting crisis and utilization. These analyses were
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Table 2: SF-36 — PiSCES cohort vs National Norms (Mean * standard deviation)

Male Female
PiSCES Norm PiSCES Norm
Physical Function 66.4 +24.1 923 £ 155 59.9 + 25.1 874+ 19.7
Role-Physical 40.1 + 38.7 90.5 + 24.0 38.6 £ 39.9 83.8+31.5
Bodily Pain 50.8 + 28.6 79.6 £ 21.1 45.2 £ 26.0 773 £ 22.1
General Health 427 £22.3 77.1 £17.3 37.0+21.7 739+ 19.0
Vitality 50.4 +22.5 649 £ 19.2 376 £21.0 59.2 £ 20.6
Social Function 62.3 £27.6 86.6 + 19.9 62.4 +24.8 82.8 + 22.1
Role-emotional 62.7 + 43.1 85.0 + 29.4 54.7 + 42.8 80.7 + 33.1
Mental Health 75.3 £20.7 764+ 16.8 69.2 £ 20.0 72.8 +18.3

P < 0.0001 comparing PiSCES to SF-36 for all subscales, except MH, female: p = 0.102 and male: p = 0.670;

limited to patients who had returned at least 30 diaries.
This reduced the sample from 308 to 226. Three addi-
tional subjects were excluded from regression analyses
because they lacked information on genotype. Analysis
used SAS 8.2 for UNIX.

Results

Table 1 describes the PiSCES cohort. The mean age was
33, and ranged from 16 to 64. There were more women
than men in the study (60.4% vs 39.6), 48.6% attended
college. Only 21.8% of subjects were currently married.

Table 2 has means and standard deviations for the 8 SF-36
subscales for the PiSCES cohort, separately for men and
women, along with the age-adjusted national norms by
gender. When the gender stratified PiSCES cohort was
compared with national norms, values were significantly
lower for all subscales (P < 0.0001) with one exception —
the mental health scale was not significantly different
from the national norm (men: p = 0.670, women: p =
0.102).

Table 3 has means and standard deviations of the 8 SF-36
subscales for the PiSCES cohort along with cohorts of
patients with three other chronic diseases — asthma, cystic
fibrosis and hemodialysis. There were significant
differences (P < 0.0001) amongst cohorts for all subscales
except mental health (p = 0.0582), which was marginal.
Patients with SCD (PiSCES cohort) reported significantly
worse HRQOL on all subscales (p < 0.05) except mental
health as compared to adolescents and adults with cystic
fibrosis. They had similar reported quality of life as
asthma patients regarding physical function and role
function (both physical and emotional), and mental
health, but scored lower for the bodily pain, vitality, social
function and general health subscales. When compared to
patients on hemodialysis, SCD patients reported similar

low scores for physical and emotional role function and
social function. They also did not differ on the mental
health subscale (p > 0.15). SCD patients had lower scores
for the pain, vitality and general health subscales (P <
0.01), but reported a higher score for the physical func-
tion subscale compared with the hemodialysis cohort.

Multiple regressions were performed to look at the rela-
tionship of SCD specific variables (genotype, mean pain,
percent of diary days subjects reported crisis and percent
of diary days subjects reported utilization) and SF-36 sub-
scales. Socio-demographic variables (age, gender, number
of years of education) were included in the models as cov-
ariates. Results are in Table 4. For each subscale, mean
SCD pain was highly predictive (p < 0.0001 for all sub-
scales except p = 0.0396 for mental health). The more
SCD pain a subject experienced, the worse the reported
quality of life. One unit increase in pain (on a 0-9 scale)
was associated with an approximate decrease of 1.4 (men-
tal health) to 6 (both role functions) units on an SF-36
subscale. Percentage of days with crisis was an independ-
ent predictor of bodily pain (p = 0.0109), with an approx-
imate 6 point decrease in bodily pain score for each
increase in crisis category. Genotype was also an inde-
pendent predictor of vitality (p = 0.0161), with SS/S3°
Thalasemia being associated with better vitality. No other
variables were independent predictors of SF-36 subscales.

Discussion

In general, SCD patients experience a poor health related
quality of life. Except for mental health, the SF-36 subscale
values were considerably lower than norms of the general
US population. They reported a HRQOL that was equal to
or poorer than patients with other significant chronic con-
ditions in many domains. Similar to patients with SCD,
until somewhat recently, patients with cystic fibrosis
rarely lived until adulthood, marking this as a disease with
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Table 3: SF-36: Comparison of PiSCES sample with other chronic disease cohorts (mean % standard deviation)

PiSCES Hemo-Dialysis Cystic Fibrosis Asthma ANOVA F valuet
N =308 N = 1000 N =223 N = 24|
Physical Function 62.4 £ 249 44.3 + 27.8*% 76.3 £ 24.0* 632+214 121.3
Role-Physical 392+ 394 39.7 £ 404 72.9 + 38.4* 38.7+£399 74.7
Bodily Pain 474 £27.2 60.4 £ 29.1* 82.2 +21.3* 67.2 + 23.2% 49.5
General Health 39.2 £ 22.1 50.0 + 22.4* 434 +23.7* 57.9 £ 19.0* 379
Vitality 427 £225 46.5 + 22.3* 584 £ 23.1* 482 + 20.8*% 233
Social Function 63.5+252 66.0 +29.9 80.4 + 23.8* 72,1 £22.2% 21.3
Role-emotional 57.8 +43.1 582 + 427 77.0 + 36.9* 63.3+41.5 13.1
Mental Health 71.6 £204 69.7£21.6 73.7 £ 18.1 70.7 + 184 2.56

TNumerator degrees of freedom are 3, denominator degrees of freedom are N-4;

*p < 0.0001 compared to PiSCES cohort

Table 4: Results of regression of SCD-specific variables on SF-36 subscales, controlling for socio-demographic variables! (regression

coefficients  standard error)

Genotype? Mean pain Proportion Days with Proportion Days with
Crisis3 Utilization4
Physical Function -5.01 +£3.30 -4.55 + 0.72%* -042 £ 2.12 3.51 £1.97
Role-Physical -1.62 £5.73 -6.12 £ .27 -0.91 £3.70 2.75 £ 3.39
Bodily Pain 0.14 £3.57 -4.41 £ 0.79** -5.93 £2.31* -0.59 £ 2.13
General Health 352+3.19 -3.34 £ 0.71%* -1.31 £2.09 -1.44 £ 1.92
Vitality 6.43 + 3.27* -3.54 £ 0.72%* 0.55 £2.10 3.06 + 1.94
Social Function 3.16 £3.77 -4.27 £ 0.82** -3.28 +2.44 1.93 £2.25
Role-emotional 7.06 £ 6.27 -5.81 £ [.39%* 2.30 +4.09 2,12 £3.71
Mental Health 423 +3.14 -1.44 £ 0.69* -1.53 +2.02 0.35 + 1.87

Icontrolling for age, gender, years of education

2SS and SBe Thalasemia vs SC and SB* Thalasemia

3Percent of days with crises: 0, 0.1-10,10+ (coded 1,2,3)
4Percent of days with utilization: 0, 0.1-3, 3+ (coded 1,2,3)
*p < 0.05; *p < 0.0001

significant sequelae and high mortality. It is interesting,
then, to see that quality of life of adult survivors of this
chronic disease, even though impaired, was comparable
to national norms, and was generally far superior than
that reported by adults with SCD. Of the three chronic
conditions selected for comparison, the PiSCES cohort
had HRQOL patterns most similar to that of patients
undergoing chronic hemodialysis.

That SCD patients did not report poorer mental health
and well being than the general US population is
consistent with findings for many medical conditions. In
1978 Brickman, et al [26] presented a famous result show-
ing that lottery winners are not much happier than para-
plegics. Since that time many studies have confirmed
similar results, that while people who are sick may report
their health as being worse than the general population,

they appear to have similar well-being. Not only was it
true of the asthma, dialysis and cystic fibrosis cohorts pre-
sented here, but similar results have been shown for peo-
ple with other chronic diseases both in the US and other
countries [21,22,27].

It has been suggested that the fact that many people with
chronic diseases report good psychological well being
could be a result of increased social support, lack of other
stressors, or a "response shift" associated with the manag-
ing their chronic disease [27]. The "response shift" could
be a result of a scale recalibration, a change in the patient's
values, or a reconceptualization of their mental health
and well-being [28,29] in order to accommodate their ill-
ness. Riis et al [30] dispute the idea of scale recalibration,
proposing instead that people have adapted to their ill-
ness or situation.
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Heady and Wearing [31] propose that there is a baseline
level of mood or well-being that people have to which
they return after events cause them to move from that
baseline. This is supported by a twin study indicating that
most variation in well-being is due to variations in genet-
ics, not life circumstances [32]. That would suggest that,
while perhaps people with SCD may temporarily report
poorer well-being associated with high levels of pain or
other disease sequalae, most often they would report a
baseline well-being similar to that of others.

Despite the similar level of well-being in SCD patients
compared with both norms and patients with other
chronic diseases, patients with SCD experience significant
decrements in other important aspects of HRQOL. This is
supported in a study of adult SCD patients in the UK,
where Anie et al, found their population also had much
lower HRQOL scores than general UK population norms.
Further, the patients in this study had reported HRQOL
similar to patients with arthritis due to hereditary
haemochromatisis, another chronic disease [9]. Patients
in the PiSCES cohort reported somewhat lower general
health and higher mental health scores than Anie et al
found. This may result in part from differences in the two
cohorts, including their relative access to health care in the
two settings.

Surprisingly, HRQOL was not associated with genotype
except for the vitality subscale. However there was a strong
association with reduced HRQOL and pain levels, and, for
a few subscales, there was a trend with increasing levels of
utilization. The relationship between genotype severity
and HRQOL may have been mediated by these variables,
particularly pain. Anie et al [9] also found a relationship
between pain and some subscales of the SF-36 (physical
and social functions, mental and general health) but
found no significant association with utilization meas-
ures. Whether the more severe manifestations of the dis-
ease cause the poorer quality of life, or patients who
report poorer quality of life suffer more and use more
health care cannot be determined from this study.

It is unclear why the direction of the statistically signifi-
cant association between vitality for SS/Sf3° Thalasemia vs
SC/Sf3* Thalasemia is opposite of what would be expected,
with the more severe genotype being associated with bet-
ter vitality. Even the nonsignificant relationships between
genotype and the other HRQOL subscales in these regres-
sions were in the same direction, except for physical func-
tioning. Similarly, increased utilization tended to be
associated, albeit nonstatistically with better HRQOL
scores for most subscales These counter-intuitive findings
should be explored by other SCD researchers.

http://www.hglo.com/content/3/1/50

There are several limitations of this study. First, this study
enrolled patients from only one state, so may not be rep-
resentative of the entire US SCD population. When com-
paring to populations with chronic disease, the gender
and age distributions were not ideally matched. In partic-
ular, the PiSCES cohort, at a mean age of 33, is signifi-
cantly younger than the dialysis comparison group
However, since SF-36 subscale scores tend to decrease
with age, the fact that these younger patients with SCD
had worse HRQOL scores on some subscales than an
older hemodialysis cohort is even more alarming

Conclusion

Practitioners caring for adult SCD patients should regard
their quality of life as severely compromised, with scores
that are most similar to hemodialysis patients in our com-
parison of other chronic diseases. Although reducing mor-
tality is of paramount importance among SCD patients,
future interventions should consider improving health
related quality of life as a clinical endpoint.

Authors' contributions

DKM participated in the design and coordination of the
study, performed the statistical analysis, interpreted
results and drafted the manuscript. IPA, SDR, JDR partici-
pated in the coordination of the study, and helped to edit
the manuscript. WRS, VEB, JLL, LTP conceived of the
study, participated in its design and coordination, and
helped to edit the manuscript. All authors read and
approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by a grant from NHLBI: IROIHL64122-01A1

References

l. Platt OS, Thorington BD, Brambilla DJ, Milner PF, Rosse WF, Vichin-
sky E, Kinney TR: Pain in sickle cell disease: Rates and risk
factors. N Engl | Med 1991, 325:11-16.

2. Platt OS, Brambilla DJ, Milner PF, Rosse WF, Milner PF, Castro O,
Steinberg MH, Klug PP: Mortality in sickle cell disease: Life
expectancy and risk factors for early death. N Engl | Med 1994,
330:1639-1644.

3. Bonds DR: Three decades of innovation in the management of
sickle cell disease: the road to understanding the sickle cell
disease clinical phenotype. Blood Rev 2005, 19:99-110.

4.  Thomas V], Taylor LM: The psychosocial experience of people
with sickle cell disease and its impact on quality of life: Qual-
itative findings from focus groups. Br | Health Psychol 2002,
7:345-363.

5.  Fuggle P, Shand PA, Gill L], Davies SC: Pain, quality of life, and
coping in sickle cell disease. Arch Dis Child 1996, 75:199-203.

6.  Kater AP, Heijboer H, Peters M, Vogels T, Prins MH, Heymans HS:
Quality of life in children with sickle cell disease in Amster-
dam area. Ned Tijdschr Geneeskd 1999, 143:2049-2053.

7.  Stegenga KA, Ward-Smith P, Hinds PS, Routhieaux JA, Woods GM:
Quality of life among children with sickle cell disease receiv-
ing chronic transfusion therapy. | Pediatr Oncol Nurs 2004,
21:207-213.

8.  Strickland OL, Jackson G, Gilead M, McGuire DB, Quarles S: Use of
focus groups for pain and quality of life assessment in adults
with sickle cell disease. | Natl Black Nurses Assoc 2001, 12:36-43.

Page 6 of 7

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1710777
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1710777
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7993409
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7993409
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15603913
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15603913
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15603913
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12614505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12614505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12614505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8976657
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8976657
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10560546
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10560546
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10560546
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15490865
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15490865
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15490865
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11902019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11902019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11902019

Health and Quality of Life Outcomes 2005, 3:50

20.
21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Anie KA, Steptoe A, Bevan D: Sickle cell disease: Pain, coping
and quality of life in a study of adults in the UK. Br | Headlth
Psychol 2002, 7:331-344.

Thomas V), Taylor LM: The psychosocial experience of people
with sickle cell disease and its impact on quality of life: Qual-
itative findings from focus groups. Br | Health Psychol 2002,
7:345-363.

Ramsey LT, Woods KF, Callahan LA, Mensay GA, Barbeau P, Gutin B:
Quality of life improvement for patients with sickle cell
disease. Am | Hematol 2001, 66:155-156.

Maxwell K, Streetly A, Bevan D: Experience of hospital care and
treatment seeking for pain from sickle cell disease: qualita-
tive study. BMJ 1999, 318:1585-1590.

Elander ], Lusher |, Bevan D, Telfer P: Pain management and
symptoms of substance dependence among patients with
sickle cell disease. Soc Sci Med 2003, 57:1683-1696.

Smith WR, Bovbjerg VE, Penberthy LT, McClish DK, Levenson L,
Roberts JD, Roseff SD, Aisidu IP: Understanding pain and
improving management of sickle cell disease: the PiSCES
Study. | Natl Med Assoc 2005, 97:183-192.

Carache S, Terrin ML, Moore RD, Dover GJ, McMahon RP, Barton
FB, Waclawiw M, Eckert SV, the Investigators of the Multicenter
Study of Hydroyurea: Design of the multicenter study of
hydroxyrea in sickle cell anemia. Controlled Clinical Trials 1995,
16:432-446.

Folstein MF, Folstein SE, McHugh PR: "Mini-mental state". A
practical guide for grading the cognitive state of patients for
the clinician. | Psychiatr Res 1975, 12(3):189-98.

Lee TA, Hollingworth W, Sullivan : Comparison of directly elic-
ited preferences to preferences derived from the SF-36 in
adults with asthma. Med Decis Making 2003, 23:323-334.

Gee L, Abbott ], Conway SP, Etherington C, Webb AK: Validation
of the SF-36 for the assessment of quality of life in adoles-
cents and adults with cystic fibrosis. | Cyst Fibros 2002,
1:137-145.

DeOreo PB: Hemodialysis patient-assessed functional health
status predicts continued survival, hospitalization and dialy-
sis attendance compliance. Am J Kidney Dis 1997, 30:204-212.
Ware JE, Snow KK, Kosinski M, Gandek B: SF-36 Health Survey. Man-
ual & Interpretation Guide Boston MA. Health Institute; 1993.
Alonso |, Ferrer M, Gandek B, Ware JE Jr, Aaronson NK, Mosconi P,
Rasmussen NK, Bullinger M, Fukuhara S, Kaasa S, Leplege A, the
IQOLA Project Group: Health-related quality of life associated
with chronic conditions in eight countries: results from the
International Quality of Life Assessment (IQOLA) Project.
Qual Life Res 2004, 13:283-298.

Rijken M, van Kerkhof M, Dekker ], Schellevis FG: Comorbidity of
chronic diseases: effects of disease pairs on physical and
mental functioning. Qual Life Res 2005, 14:45-55.

Wachtel T, Piette J, Mor V, Stein M, Fleishman J, Carpenter C: Qual-
ity of life in persons with human immunodeficiency virus
infection: measurement by the Medical Outcomes Study
instrument. Ann Intern Med 1992, 116:129-137.

Ware JE Jr, Kemp P, Buchner DA, Singer AE, Nolop KB, Goss TF:
The responsiveness of disease-specific and generic health
measures to changes in the severity of asthma among adults.
Qual Life Res 1998, 7:235-244.

Kosinski M, Keller SD, Hatoum HT, Kong SX, Ware JE Jr: The SF-
36 Health Survey as a generic outcome measure in clinical
trials of patients with osteoarthritis and rheumatoid arthri-
tis: tests of data quality, scaling assumptions and score
reliability. Med Care 1999, 37:MS10-22.

Brickman P, Coates D, Janoff-Bulman R: Lottery winners and acci-
dent victims: Is happiness relative? | Pers Soc Psychol 1978,
36:917-927.

Schlenk EA, Erlen JA, Dunbar-Jacob J, McDowell J, Engberg S, Serinka
SM, Rohay JM, Bernier MH: Health related quality of life in
chronic disorders: a comparison across studies using the SF-
36. Qual Life Res 1998, 7:57-65.

Sprangers MAG, Schwarts CE: Integrating response shift into
health-related quality of life research: a theoretical model.
Soc Sci Med 1999, 48:1507-1515.

Rapkin BD, Schwartz CR: Towards a theoretical model of qual-
ity-of-life appraisal: Implications of findings from studies of
response shift. HQLO 2004, 2:14.

30.

31.

32.

http://www.hglo.com/content/3/1/50

Riis J, Loewenstien G, Baron |, Fepson C, Fagerlin A, Ubel PA: Igno-
rance of hedonic adaptation for hemodialyis: A study using
ecological momentary assessment. | Exp Psychol: Gen 2005,
134:3-9.

Heady B, Wearing A: Understanding happiness: A theory of
subjective well being. Melboune, Vicotira Australia: Longman
Cheshire; 1992.

Lykken D, Tellegen A: Happiness is a stochastic phenomenon.
Psychological Science 1996, 7:186-189.

Submit your manuscript here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp

Publish with BioMed Central and every
scientist can read your work free of charge

"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for
disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."
Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK
Your research papers will be:
« available free of charge to the entire biomedical community
« peer reviewed and publishedimmediately upon acceptance
« cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central

O BioMedcentral

« yours — you keep the copyright

Page 7 of 7

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12614504
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12614504
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12614505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12614505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12614505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11421301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11421301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11421301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10364116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10364116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10364116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12948577
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12948577
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12948577
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15712781
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15712781
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15712781
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8925656
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8925656
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1202204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1202204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1202204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12926582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12926582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12926582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15463820
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15463820
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15463820
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9261030
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9261030
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9261030
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15085901
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15085901
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15789940
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15789940
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15789940
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1727616
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1727616
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1727616
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9584554
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9584554
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10335740
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10335740
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10335740
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=690806
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=690806
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9481151
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9481151
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9481151
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10400253
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10400253
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15023229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15023229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15023229
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15702959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15702959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15702959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1360101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1360101
http://www.biomedcentral.com/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
http://www.biomedcentral.com/

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Study description
	Patient population
	Analytic variables
	Statistical methods

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Authors' contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References

