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Abstract  71 

Introduction 72 

Health-related quality of life (HRQoL) in pulmonary arterial hypertension (PAH) is valued as an 73 

outcome measure by patients, clinicians and regulators. Despite the incorporation of HRQoL in  74 

trials of PAH therapies, there is limited data on their suitability, accuracy and reliability. 75 

Method 76 

We report a systematic review following PRISMA guidelines (PROSPERO ID: CRD42024484021). 77 

Selection of PROMs included those powered to detect a minimal clinically important difference 78 

(MCID). Measurement properties were evaluated according to COnsensus-based Standards for 79 

the selection of health Measurement INstruments (COSMIN) and graded by recommendation 80 

for use. An a priori framework was then used to develop a ratified conceptual model from 81 

patient interviews and surveys to map the content of PROMs to HRQoL. 82 

Results 83 

Screening of 896 records was performed after removal of duplicates. Of 43 trials with a HRQoL 84 

endpoint, 20 selected an instrument with a MCID. Of these, only 8 trials were adequately 85 

powered. Three different PROMs (EuroQoL-5D-5L, Short Form-36, Living with Pulmonary 86 

Hypertension Questionnaire (LPHQ)) were used. For COSMIN measurement property 87 

evaluation, 389 records were screened and 21 were included; EmPHasis-10 was also evaluated 88 

due to its inclusion in forthcoming trials. Using COSMIN criteria EmPHasis-10 and LPHQ can be 89 

recommended (Grade A) for use in clinical trials in PAH. However, SF-36 and EQ-5D-5L (Grade 90 

B) require further study. Conceptual mapping from 8045 patients showed disease-specific 91 

instruments uniquely capture self-identity and autonomy.  92 

Conclusion 93 

To improve evaluation of HRQoL outcomes, future PAH therapy trials require appropriate PROM 94 

selection, with adequate power, and consideration of conceptual mapping. 95 
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 96 
Graphical abstract: health-related quality of life outcomes in pulmonary arterial hypertension trials 97 

COSMIN COnsensus-based standards for the Selection of health-Measurement INstruments,  98 
EQ-5D-5L EuroQol-5D-5L; HRQoL health-related quality of life; LPHQ Living with Pulmonary 99 
Hypertension Questionnaire, MCID minimal clinically important difference; PAH pulmonary 100 
arterial hypertension; PROM patient reported outcome measure, QALY quality adjusted life 101 
year, RCT randomised controlled trial, SF-36 36-item Short Form survey. iCreated with 102 
BioRender.com 103 

 104 

Plain language summary ( 242 of max 300) 105 

Individuals living with pulmonary hypertension want to know which treatments improve their 106 
quality of life related to their health. We use questionnaires to capture the experiences of 107 
people living with pulmonary hypertension. Examples of this used in clinical practice are 108 
EmPHasis-10. We reviewed all the clinical trials in pulmonary hypertension to see which 109 
questionnaires were used to measure health-related quality of life. Some questionnaires may 110 
be better at capturing the experience of living with pulmonary hypertension than others. We 111 
found 20 clinical trials used a questionnaire that could detect a change in health-related quality 112 
of life in pulmonary hypertension. However, only 8 trials were designed to detect a significant 113 
treatment impact. We then evaluated these questionnaires against current best practice 114 
guidelines to ensure they are fit for purpose. EmPHasis-10 and the Living with Pulmonary 115 
Hypertension Questionnaire are preferred from the four evaluated in this study. The final part of 116 
this study was to look at what quality of life means for those living with pulmonary hypertension. 117 
Data from 8045 patients across the world was used to draft a health-related quality of life 118 
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framework. We then finalised this design with professionals and patients. This framework can 119 
be used in the future to help understand how the well a questionnaire captures things 120 
important to those with lived experience of pulmonary hypertension. This will help us to better 121 
understand treatments that improve quality of life for people living with pulmonary 122 
hypertension.  123 

 124 

Background 125 

 126 

Endpoints in randomised controlled trials (RCT) have traditionally focussed on physiological 127 

measures including  functional markers such as 6-minute walk distance (6MWD).(1,2) However, 128 

approaches prioritising clinician-derived endpoints (3–5) can undervalue the patient voice. 129 

Integral to assessment of health-related quality of life (HRQoL), patient-reported outcome 130 

measures (PROMs) are an instrument developed to capture and quantify the experience of living 131 

with a health condition. Improvement in HRQoL is an important treatment goal for clinicians, 132 

regulators and patients, yet it is often not examined in clinical trials.(6–10) Furthermore, 133 

significant advancements in the diagnosis and treatment of PAH mean people are living longer, 134 

with a focus not only on length of life, but also quality.  135 

 136 

Comparison of the cost-effectiveness of interventions is usually based on Quality Adjusted Life 137 

Years (QALYs). To allow such a calculation, PROMs used to describe and assess HRQoL also 138 

need a value set. In combination these are termed a preference-weighted measure (PWM). 139 

Value sets are based on the views or preferences of the public and/or patients and vary by 140 

country to reflect sociocultural differences.(11,12). A PWM scores each health state described 141 

by the PROM as a single value or ‘utility index’ on a scale, such that 1 represents full health, and 142 

zero represents death. A score below zero indicates a health state considered worse than being 143 

dead. The index score of a health state can be combined with time spent in that state to 144 

estimate QALYs. QALYs are an important outcome for regulatory and clinical decision-making 145 

and therefore dependent upon robust PROMs.(13) 146 

 147 

There are many challenges in validating PROMs for accurate measurement of HRQoL and for 148 

use as PWM. Condition-specific measures may offer greater sensitivity to changes in HRQoL 149 

than generic PROMs however evidence is limited.(14) The condition-specific PROMs for PAH 150 

include CAMPHOR, EmPHasis-10, Living with Pulmonary Hypertension Questionnaire (LPHQ) 151 

and PAH-SYMptoms and imPACT (PAH-SYMPACT).(15)  Sensitivity to change must be interpreted 152 

with respect to being clinically meaningful. Multiple standards, including those of the US Food 153 
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and Drug Administration (FDA), specify that PROMs should have an established minimal 154 

clinically important difference (MCID).(16–22) A generic PROM (e.g. SF-36) may be used, 155 

providing the instrument has been validated in the population of interest to include a MCID. In 156 

addition, the choice of PROM should follow guidance developed using international Delphi 157 

approaches (18) and be evidence-based.(23) PROMs used as HRQoL outcome measures in PAH 158 

clinical trials have yet to undergo psychometric evaluation using the COnsensus-159 

based standards for the Selection of health Measurement INstruments (COSMIN) 160 

guidance.(17,23) COSMIN guidance supports the identification of PROMs that can detect 161 

meaningful change within the health condition of interest, and aids decision-making for 162 

recommendations for use. HRQoL endpoints can be further enhanced by identifying HRQoL 163 

concepts captured by the PROM.(24) Developing a conceptual framework aids visualisation of 164 

important aspects of HRQoL for people living with PAH.(25,26) 165 

 166 

Aims and Objectives 167 

 168 

This is the first systematic review of PROMs for adults with PAH(15,27–29) to 1) evaluate MCIDs, 169 

and 2) compare measurement properties in accordance with COSMIN guidance; including 170 

evaluation of psychometric performance and grading recommendation for use.(19–21,30). To 171 

advance HRQoL outcomes in PAH, we undertake a literature review to develop a conceptual 172 

framework to inform relevant HRQoL constructs from the patient perspective.  173 

 174 

Methods 175 

 176 

Systematic searches 177 

The protocol for the systematic review of PAH RCTs was registered on PROSPERO 178 

(CRD42024484021). The additional COSMIN evaluation is not independently registered. 179 

Methodology adhered to the Cochrane Handbook of Systematic Reviews of Interventions, and 180 

COSMIN guidance.(31) Reporting structure followed the Preferred Reporting Items for 181 

Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) statement (see online supplementary figure 182 

E1) and PRISMA-COSMIN outcome measurement instruments (online supplementary figure E4 183 

and E9). MEDLINE (1980 to December 2023) and Cochrane Library (2002 to December 2023) 184 

were searched for RCTs evaluating the effectiveness of any intervention for PAH designed to 185 

improve a clinical outcome measure as determined by the FDA endpoints “feel, function or 186 

survive”. Inclusion and exclusion criteria are registered on PROSPERO. After removal of 187 
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duplicates, one author (FV) screened the titles and abstracts of articles for relevance before 188 

reviewing the full text for eligibility. Where there was uncertainty about the relevance of an 189 

article, a second author (JN) reviewed the title and abstract/main text. A third author was 190 

available to adjudicate discrepancies. This process was repeated for the second PRISMA-191 

COSMIN search and reporting structure followed (supplementary figure E3 and E4). PRISMA-192 

COSMIN studies included pulmonary hypertension (PH) comprising group 1 and group 4 193 

patients to maximise psychometric property evaluation. Forward and backward searches were 194 

performed on eligible articles for both searches, and citation searching performed on 195 

systematic reviews identified. 196 

 197 

Data Extraction 198 

Five authors (FV, RB, CP,  ZMG, JN) extracted information independently from all RCTs using a 199 

pre-determined template. This included sample and trial characteristics, primary and 200 

secondary outcome measures and results, and details of HRQoL PROMs used. Primary and 201 

secondary endpoints were categorised into measures of how a patient ‘feels’, ‘functions’ or 202 

‘survives’ as per FDA recommendations for clinical trial endpoints.(32) HRQoL endpoints were 203 

classified as ‘feel’ (e.g. EQ-5D-5L), ‘function’ (e.g. any form of exercise parameter and World 204 

Health Organisation Functional Class (WHO FC)) and ‘survive’ (inclusive of clinical worsening 205 

events and mortality and not restricted to survival analyses).  206 

 207 

Risk of Bias and Strength of Evidence 208 

Two authors (ZMG, RB) assessed the systematic review risk of bias (RoB) using the Cochrane 209 

RoB2 Toolkit, and strength of evidence according to the Grading of Recommendations 210 

Assessment Development Evaluation (GRADE) criteria. The COSMIN RoB checklist was 211 

completed by two other authors (FV & CP). (30,31) Any disagreements were discussed until 212 

consensus was reached. Further bias assessment (e.g. Egger’s) was not appropriate due to the 213 

large heterogeneity of study interventions and low number of PROM instruments limiting 214 

interpretation. A summary of the overall strength of PROM recommendation is made by grading 215 

into one of three categories: (A) PROM can be trusted for use with sufficient evidence of 216 

psychometric properties; (B) PROM has potential to be recommended for use but insufficient to 217 

meet A or C categories; (C) PROMs with high-quality evidence that a measurement property is 218 

insufficient and therefore should not be recommended for use.(17,33,34). A description of 219 

terms used in the COSMIN evaluation is available in supplementary table E5. 220 

 221 
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Data Analysis 222 

It is recommended that the MCID is considered for sample size calculations for comparing 223 

HRQoL outcomes.(19–21) To determine whether trials were sufficiently powered for the chosen 224 

PROM, the MCID for each instrument was obtained (supplementary table E1). If data were 225 

unavailable specifically for PAH, a MCID was searched for respiratory conditions (1) and heart 226 

failure (2) to maximise PROM inclusion. (27,35–40) A second author (JN) confirmed absence of 227 

MCID using search criteria in PubMed and the PROMs Data Archive: [instrument_name] AND 228 

[MCID OR MID OR Minimal].  229 

 230 

Computation of MCID mean and standard deviation in GPower v3.1 was used to estimate 231 

sample size calculations from a two-independent means model for 80% power, 5% 232 

significance, one-tailed test. Trials insufficiently powered to detect a meaningful change in 233 

HRQoL as defined by the MCID calculations were excluded from analysis. The MCID for six-234 

minute walk distance (6MWD) was defined at a threshold of 33m, as correlated with the 235 

physical functioning item of the Short-Form 36 (SF-36).(41,42) Meta-analysis was undertaken 236 

per therapy and by PROM and was calculated in SPSSv28.1.(43)  237 

 238 

Scoping review for conceptual framework and patient and public involvement and engagement 239 

(PPIE) 240 

A scoping literature review was conducted independently by two authors (FV & RB) to map 241 

HRQoL concepts on to PROMs in PAH.(21,22,44). An a priori framework from generic health and 242 

wellbeing instruments and HRQoL model was used to inform the PAH HRQoL conceptual 243 

framework.(25,45) Published studies using primary and secondary analytical methods and grey 244 

literature, such as surveys asked by Pulmonary Hypertension Associations, were included 245 

(supplementary table E6).(6–9,46–53) To corroborate previous synthesis from a qualitative 246 

systematic review,(54) a random selection of four publications was appraised in detail for 247 

blinded thematic content agreement prior to evaluation of the synthesised systematic review. 248 

Themes were not duplicated in final synthesis. Subthemes were extracted and seven a priori 249 

themes considered(25,45); final subthemes were weighted from most to least commonly 250 

reported.  Key professional stakeholders from centres in the UK and Ireland then ratified the 251 

framework followed by PPIE obtained from representatives from Pulmonary Hypertension 252 

Association UK (PHA UK) and patient volunteers registered within Sheffield’s local PPIE PAH 253 

network. The form asked to “consider what quality of life means” before reviewing the 254 

conceptual framework for anything missing. Participation was entirely voluntary without 255 
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reimbursement. PROMs from the COSMIN review were then mapped to the conceptual 256 

framework to visualise instrument scope. 257 

 258 

Results 259 

 260 

Systematic review of valid HRQoL endpoints and their psychometric properties 261 

 262 

The systematic search identified 896 unique records. After screening, 178 remained for full-text 263 

review. Overall, 90 potentially eligible RCTs were identified with a clinical endpoint. 73% (n=66) 264 

included pharmacological interventions which were categorised into ‘feel’, ‘function’ or 265 

‘survive’ and these were mapped (supplementary figure E2). This demonstrated a 266 

predominance of functional endpoints, with an increasing trend toward emphasis on survival. 267 

The scope of HRQoL or ‘feel’ was limited to secondary endpoints.   268 

In total, 43 RCTs with a HRQoL endpoint were considered for final inclusion (supplementary 269 

table E2). All studies showed some risk of bias (supplementary table E3). The strength of all 270 

studies with a HRQoL endpoint was ‘moderate’ (supplementary table E4). There was no 271 

evidence of patient involvement in selection of PROM in any PAH RCT (supplementary table 272 

E2).(18) 273 

 274 

Regarding condition-specific PROMs, a valid MCID for EmPHasis-10, LPHQ and CAMPHOR was 275 

found, but not for PAH-SYMPACT (55). All available MCID values and methods of derivation are 276 

included in supplementary table E1. Figure 1 shows that 20 of the 43 RCTs with a HRQoL 277 

endpoint selected an instrument with an MCID for PAH. Of these, only 8 trials met the full 278 

inclusion criteria with adequate power to detect a meaningful change in HRQoL (Table 1).(56–279 

99) PROMs meeting final inclusion (Table 1) were SF-36, EQ-5D-5L, LPHQ and Minnesota Living 280 

with Heart Failure (MLWHF). A utility index is available for EQ-5D-5L for the PAH population, but 281 

not a specific MCID. A sample size was therefore conservatively estimated from a comparable 282 

6MWD of 35m from an interstitial lung disease population to maximise inclusivity.(100) All trials 283 

powered for HRQoL selected 6MWD as their primary endpoint (Table 1). Bosentan (EARLY)(86)), 284 

IV epoprostenol (PACES)(88), and inhaled treprostinil (TRIUMPH-I)(85) did not meet their 285 

primary endpoint and showed no improvement in the SF-36 physical functioning domain  (Table 286 

1). Significant improvements in 6MWD for ambrisentan (ARIES2)(101) and exercise (EU-TRAIN-287 

01)(102) were reported, however only the MCID was met for the role-physical domain of SF-36 288 

in EU-TRAIN-01(102).  289 
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 290 

PATENT-1(103) and PATENT-2(104) (riociguat vs placebo) were the only RCTs available for 291 

combined meta-analysis (Figure 2).  Two PROMs (EQ-5D-5L and LPHQ) were completed by the 292 

same patients. EQ-5D-5L overall appeared less sensitive to changes in HRQoL (Cohen’s d 293 

ES=0.24, SE=0.08, p<0.001) compared to LPHQ (ES=-0.48, SE=0.11, p<0.001) (Figure 2). 294 

Although an exploratory endpoint, it is unclear which country-specific value sets was used for 295 

EQ-5D-5L as recommended by reporting practices.(12,105–108) All trials reported statistical 296 

significance (p<0.05) between arms rather than MCID, requiring additional interpretation as a 297 

valued endpoint.  The open-label extension study supported a sustained improvement in 298 

HRQoL with riociguat compared to placebo as measured by LPHQ.(104) However this was not 299 

true for all dose regimes. There was no significant change in HRQoL for the group receiving 300 

2.5mg dose of riociguat as measured by EQ-5D-5L (Figure 2)(109). EQ-5D-5L was sensitive to 301 

change in the 1.5mg subgroup, which had a statistically higher proportion of patients in WHO 302 

FC III compared to II (Fisher’s exact p<0.05) and this was also clinically meaningful (MCID is 303 

+0.017) at 12 months (0.13±0.24) compared to the 2.5mg group (+0.06±0.24)).(104)  304 

 305 

For COSMIN evaluation, 369 eligible articles were screened for psychometric properties with 306 

additional citation searching (n=20) from 3 systematic reviews. EmPHasis-10 was considered 307 

relevant for inclusion as recruitment for two RCTs is underway and has an estimated 308 

MCID.(110,111) 21 studies demonstrated measurement properties (supplementary figure 309 

E4).(15,35,42,112–129) MLWHF for Pulmonary Hypertension (MLWHF-PH)(113) was later 310 

renamed LPHQ and therefore these instruments are pooled for evaluation.(15,35,112,113) SF-311 

36 is available as either a PWM or PROM. The MCID for SF-36 is not specifically reported for 312 

mental health, pain, general health and role-emotional domains but is available for physical 313 

functioning, role-physical, energy-fatigue and social functioning.(115) EQ-5D-5L is also PWM 314 

used in PAH,(130) and the instrument compared in derivation of LPHQ.(35) However we found 315 

no studies validating psychometric properties of EQ-5D-5L in adults with PH, limiting further 316 

review. All RCTs identified from the initial systematic review were included within the COSMIN 317 

review as a measure of PROM ‘responsiveness’.(17,30,33,34) 318 

 319 

 320 

PROM suitability for the PAH population in accordance with COSMIN guidance 321 

 322 
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PROM design includes how comprehensively the instrument covers HRQoL for the population 323 

of interest, also known as content validity. A description of terms structuring COSMIN analysis 324 

is available in supplementary table E5. The characteristics and measurement properties of the 325 

PROMs selected are outlined in Table 2 with full details in supplementary tables E7 and E8. For 326 

adequate content validity, all instruments require post-hoc cognitive interviewing with patients 327 

and experts. LPHQ was the only instrument to perform post-hoc saturation analysis to confirm 328 

the relevance of the final instrument from the patient’s perspective. No cognitive interviewing 329 

for content validation in the PAH population has been performed for SF-36 or EQ-5D-5L. 330 

 331 

Statistical analysis must be performed in an appropriate sample size to evaluate the internal 332 

structure of the PROM. Appropriate statistical analysis for the ‘model fit’ must also be 333 

reported.(131) Internal structure comprises structural validity, determined by appropriate 334 

statistical analysis, internal consistency, defined by response agreement between items (e.g. 335 

Cronbach’s alpha ≥0.7), and measurement invariance, which determines how well the PROM 336 

performs across different groups (i.e. potential response variations e.g. age, gender, BMI). 337 

Statistical analysis validating the psychometric structure of SF-36 in PH was not reported and 338 

was incomplete for LPHQ and EmPHasis-10. Internal consistency is well evidenced for LPHQ, 339 

EmPHasis-10 and SF-36. This is not relevant for EQ-5D-5L as items are not inter-related, with 340 

only 1 item per domain (Table 2).(132) No studies adequately considered measurement 341 

invariance. One study suggested EmPHasis-10 may vary by demographic and clinical 342 

characteristics,(119) but there is an absence of further testing. While multiple translations are 343 

available for EQ-5D-5L and SF-36, there is insufficient psychometric validation (cross-cultural 344 

validity)(133) to support use of these languages in the PAH population (Table 2, online 345 

supplementary table E8). EmPHasis-10 demonstrates strong linguistic 346 

validation.(121,123,127,134) Developed in the UK and Ireland, EmPHasis-10 is the only PROM 347 

validated cross-culturally in US, China, Japan, Italy and Turkey.(118,119,121,123,126,127) 348 

LPHQ is available in English only, though was derived in the US, France and Germany. 349 

 350 

PROM structure considers how the questionnaire should be scored and interpreted. Each score 351 

should be structurally validated using psychometric statistical analyses to check accuracy. 352 

LPHQ has a multifactor structure with physical, emotional and total scores(35), as is SF-36 with 353 

eight domains and physical and mental component scores, whereas EmPHasis-10 was derived 354 

as a unidimensional structure (i.e. a single, total score)(118). Reporting of the structural validity 355 

of these PROMs does not meet current requirements (supplementary table E8).(23) However, a 356 
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recent analysis of EmPHasis-10 structured into three scoring components (breathlessness 357 

(three items), fatigue (three items) and independence (four items)) does meet COSMIN 358 

requirements.(125) Further evaluation is required to consider the clinical relevance of 359 

interpreting EmPHasis-10 in this way. 360 

 361 

Test-retest reliability is essential for defining the natural score variation of the PROM during a 362 

period of stability. If the mean variation exceeds the MCID, then the PROM becomes invalid. 363 

Test-retest reliability is indeterminate for LPHQ and SF-36, with limited evaluation of the 364 

smallest detectable change or limits of agreement (supplementary table E8). Only two SF-36 365 

domains (physical functioning and general health) meet adequate test-retest reliability in PH, 366 

with wide confidence intervals and standard errors of measurement in others raising 367 

concerns.(114,115)  368 

 369 

Hypothesis testing comprises the final COSMIN analyses to evaluate 1) how well the PROM 370 

correlates with other instruments (convergent validity), 2) discriminates subgroups e.g. WHO 371 

FC  (construct validity) and 3) responds to intervention (responsiveness). It is the most widely 372 

tested psychometric property (supplementary table E8).  All instruments show correlation with 373 

others. Criterion validity additionally assesses  sensitivity and specificity of the instrument; 374 

however, it is challenging to achieve without a ’gold standard’ measure. Performance of 375 

instruments across PAH subgroups requires improvement for SF-36 and EQ-5D-5L. The SF-36 376 

physical component score correlates with 6MWD (r=0.62, p<0.001);(42) however, other SF-36 377 

domains and component scores show no or inconsistent relationship with WHO FC and 378 

6MWD.(42,112,115,129) LPHQ appears to correlate well with WHO FC (r=0.61)(128) but 379 

response to changes in WHO FC requires further evaluation.(35,112,128) EmPHasis-10 has 380 

been shown to accurately discriminate WHO FC, and has good correlation with 6MWD, however 381 

treatment responsiveness lags behind, with much-anticipated RCTs 382 

underway.(118,119,122,124) Snapshot haemodynamics have yet to show strong correlation 383 

with any PROM.(42,112,113,117–119,123). 384 

 385 

Summary COSMIN instrument recommendations are grade A for LPHQ and EmPHasis-10 and 386 

grade B for  SF-36 and EQ-5D-5L. No PROMs received a grade C recommendation. However the 387 

overall quality of evidence for LPHQ and Emphasis-10 is low, and for SF-36, very low (Table 2). 388 

Mapping the HRQoL conceptual framework  389 

 390 
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Improving HRQoL matters to people living with pulmonary hypertension. Surveys report this as 391 

the most important treatment focus (52-83%) over other outcomes such as life expectancy (33-392 

75%, n=1196, UK, Canada).(10,46) HRQoL concepts of interest may vary between clinical and 393 

trial applications,(21,30,44,135) however, recognising their relationship to PROMs is key for 394 

appropriate instrument selection. A conceptual framework developed from the Wilson and 395 

Cleary and subsequent models(25,26,45) was inductively modified to reflect concepts of 396 

HRQoL. These subthemes (e.g. ‘stigma’) were identified from combined questionnaires and 397 

surveys of 8045 patients from around the world.(14,119,136) Demographics (where available) 398 

were reflective of the disease prevalence with a female predominance (79%, n=4700). Average 399 

age of patients was 55 years (range 24-80 years) and 88% self-reported to be Caucasian 400 

(supplementary table E6).  401 

 402 

Figure 3A summarises the conceptual framework, with six themes and 25 subthemes identified. 403 

The framework was ratified by 6 PH consultants, 2 PH clinical fellows, 1 clinical nurse specialist, 404 

1 physiotherapist, 1 clinical psychologist and PPIE obtained from two PHA UK representatives 405 

and five patients with relevant demographic representation. One patient commented 406 

specifically that they “never really thought about quality of life before their diagnosis” and they  407 

“think mental health is a big thing and this is affected differently and sometimes unexpectedly 408 

each day”. No additional themes or subthemes were identified.  409 

 410 

The most frequently reported concepts in Figure 3A are presented in bold, with most-to-least 411 

common left-to-right and those overlapping representing similar weighting. The most reported 412 

impacts were activity, sadness/depression, self-worth, sense of loss, treatment- and financial 413 

burden. Cultural variation was evident for this latter subtheme and more commonly discussed 414 

in surveys and interviews of those living in Canada, USA and China compared the UK and 415 

Europe.  416 

 417 

PROMs were then mapped onto the conceptual framework (Figure 3B). No single PROM covers 418 

all subthemes directly. EmPHasis-10 and LPHQ cover all main themes. Two commonly reported 419 

themes, self-identity and autonomy, are not specifically captured by EQ-5D-5L or SF-36. In 420 

addition, EQ-5D-5L does not capture impact on relationships. LPHQ is the only PROM to 421 

directly ask about treatment burden by including items on side effects but may also include 422 

items that are less impactful in this patient group (e.g. diet).  423 

 424 
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Discussion 425 

 426 

This is the first systematic review to evaluate meaningful changes in HRQoL in RCTs in patients 427 

with PAH. Based on rigorous methodology using COSMIN guidance both EmPHasis-10 and 428 

LPHQ receive a grade A recommendation for use, whereas SF-36 and EQ-5D-5L receive a grade 429 

B recommendation. Of these PROMs EmPHasis-10 provides the broadest scope internationally 430 

and is validated in three continents. Whilst SF-36 is the most frequently used PROM in PAH 431 

RCTs to date, only 2 of 8 SF-36 domains meet current psychometric guidance. Currently no  432 

PROMs used in PAH RCTs are adequate for PAH-QALY calculation. To aid future work, we 433 

developed a conceptual framework which allows visualisation of what PROMs measure to 434 

capture aspects of HRQoL important to people living with PAH. Six themes and 25 subthemes 435 

were identified by researchers and ratified in the conceptual framework. Whereas both 436 

EmPHasis-10 and LPHQ likely capture all major themes, two major themes (self-identity and 437 

autonomy) are unlikely to be captured by SF-36 and EQ-5D-5L. Further study mapping  the 438 

PROMs to this conceptual framework from the patients’ perspective is required. 439 

Complementary psychometric approaches will aid future selection of the most appropriate 440 

PROMs to measure HRQoL outcomes in clinical trials.  441 

 442 

A PROM with a MCID is a meaningful trial endpoint. 443 

 444 

PROMs should be resilient to the day-to-day variability in HRQoL. There will be a natural change 445 

in score, without a significant change in HRQoL and this may vary depending on disease 446 

severity. Meaningful change in HRQoL therefore may not equate to statistical difference.(137) 447 

The MCID for PAH PROMs has traditionally been anchored using the SF-36 physical functioning 448 

domain to changes in 6MWD. CAMPHOR is the only PROM to include PAH patient opinion in 449 

derivation of a MCID.(122,138,139) As illustrated by the conceptual framework, 6MWD alone is 450 

unlikely to adequately benchmark all aspects of change in HRQoL.(139,140) There is further 451 

inaccuracy in over-simplifying differences based on average distributions.(137,141) Multiple 452 

MCIDs should ideally be anchored over many individual timepoints to improve 453 

sensitivity.(137,139,140) Other factors influencing MCID include direction of change 454 

(improvement or deterioration) and individual baseline value. Neither of which may be 455 

synonymous with predicted disease outcome.(141) While highly valuable for trial endpoints, 456 

MCIDs evaluated should be interpreted with caution, and within the context of measurement 457 

error.(16,137,139,141) Measurement error includes PROM scores undertaken during stable 458 
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conditions (test-retest reliability). SF-36 has shown the variable performance in this regard. As 459 

the most widely adopted PROM in PAH RCTs, five of the eight domains have a valid MCID 460 

however only two (physical functioning and general health) meet adequate test-retest 461 

reliability.  462 

 463 

Psychometric measurement properties validate HRQoL outcomes 464 

 465 

HRQoL is a multifactorial construct with diurnal, daily and lifelong variability. Perception varies 466 

across the patient’s lifespan. Changes in values and priorities (response shift) depends upon 467 

‘pre-diagnosis’, ‘transitioning through diagnosis’ and ‘duration living with PH’. The latter group 468 

reportedly face challenges with recognising disease progression and monitoring the 469 

condition.(51,142) Registry data shows consistent performance of EmPHasis-10 in patients 470 

with recent diagnoses (<6 months) but other time points are lacking.(119) For consistency, a 471 

PROM must perform regardless of ‘time since diagnosis’. This is known as response shift and 472 

has not been studied in PROMs for people living with PAH to date.  473 

 474 

Further complexity is introduced by variations in HRQoL perceptions with age, gender, and 475 

disease severity.(54) Age and gender have been shown to influence PROMs.(135,143) These 476 

factors require further assessment in the PAH population.(118,136,143,144) Perceptions and 477 

response to limitations in activity also vary with individual coping strategies and personality 478 

types.(142) Responses may therefore differ depending on the choice of PROM. No PROMs used 479 

in PAH trials have specifically addressed variations in activity perceptions in longitudinal 480 

subgroup analyses. Understanding PROM performance also requires consideration of PROMs 481 

across subgroups (e.g. WHO FC)(137), known as measurement invariance. As shown by the 482 

meta-analysis, EQ-5D-5L may be less responsive to changes in WHO FC II compared to WHO 483 

FC III, potentially underestimating the HRQoL treatment benefit in this subgroup. Similar 484 

comparison was shown with EQ-5D-5L and CAMPHOR.(145) While exemplifying the importance 485 

PROM selection, combining PROMs in a trial setting offers useful comparison of 486 

responsiveness.   487 

 488 

Development of the conceptual framework helps recognise important HRQoL captured by 489 

PROMs. All PROMs capture limitations in activities, however two major themes identified (self-490 

identity and autonomy) are unlikely to be captured by SF-36 and EQ-5D-5L (Figure 3B). While 491 

LPHQ has received critique for poor symptom saturation,(27,35) the conceptual framework 492 
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does not support omitted symptoms of ‘palpitations’ or ‘problems with limbs’ as impactful.(6–493 

9,35,46–52) Moreover, while some symptoms may be less relevant (e.g. diet/appetite), ‘time in 494 

hospital’ and ‘side effects’ are uniquely captured. LPHQ is also the only instrument to consider 495 

financial impact, which may have cultural relevance.(7,9,47,49) It is unclear whether PROMs 496 

adequately capture treatment burden (a key subtheme) in PAH, or whether this cross-loads 497 

with other concepts. Future cognitive interviewing should consider utilising the conceptual 498 

framework to elicit patient interpretation of PROM questions, in addition to modelling 499 

perceptions across the disease course. Mapping the PROM questions to framework will also 500 

establish likely relationships to concepts, helping to solidify PROM content validity from the 501 

patients’ perspective. 502 

 503 

How do we advance HRQoL endpoints in PAH? 504 

 505 

PROMs offer a descriptor for the patient voice, and this should be their primary purpose. 506 

Delivering a valid HRQoL trial endpoint requires appropriate PROM selection with a patient-507 

centred MCID, and prioritisation of PPIE preferences which are reported in line with 508 

recommendations.(18) Greater consistency in PROM selection will improve knowledge of 509 

therapeutic outcomes according to lived patient experience. As a minimum, PAH clinical trials 510 

should select PROMs with grade A recommendation for use. PROMs further offer health 511 

economic evaluation to support regulatory decision-making. Following COSMIN review, neither 512 

generic PWM (EQ-5D-5L and SF-36) can be recommended, and therefore a condition-specific 513 

PWM with strong psychometric properties is preferentially considered.(145,146) 514 

CAMPHOR(147) is currently the only condition-specific PWM with a value set however, this is 515 

underutilised in RCTs and yet to undergo COSMIN evaluation. Future development of PWMs in 516 

PAH should focus on either improving PROMs with a B grade recommendation and/or 517 

developing a value set for those with a grade A recommendation. This will support robust 518 

evaluation for QALY outcomes.  519 

 520 

 521 

 522 

 Strengths and Limitations 523 

 524 

Our systematic review of recent publications was designed with rigour, using multiple 525 

reviewers, a minimum of dual coders, and triangulation to enhance quality. Nevertheless, data 526 
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informing the conceptual framework was not analysed at source and therefore may be subject 527 

to bias. However, following UK PPIE opinion, there were no additional concepts added to the 528 

framework and based on the authors experience in international studies in PAH, we consider 529 

the framework to be relevant for other countries. As with adaptation of PROMs cross-culturally, 530 

future research is required to ensure individual concepts are applicable to the chosen area. 531 

This process could offer further understanding of cultural differences in people living with PAH.  532 

 533 

Analysis of instrument power was based on MCID; although, as discussed, this may be 534 

inadequate, potentially over- or under-estimating the RCTs included. Furthermore, these 535 

estimates are calculated for between-group rather than within-patient differences and 536 

insufficient to base regulatory decisions.(16) However, this is currently the only available 537 

measurement criteria for estimating sufficient responsiveness, and useful for calculating study 538 

size.(17,33,34) CAMPHOR has an MCID but did not meet inclusion due to insufficiently 539 

powered historical or forthcoming RCTs. As this is currently the only PAH-specific 540 

PWM,(145,147) independent COSMIN analysis is warranted. Finally, it is recognised that all 541 

PROMs considered in this analysis were developed prior to COSMIN guideline 542 

recommendations, and therefore some of the methodological concerns may be overstated due 543 

to missing publication details rather than instrument flaws. Despite these challenges and low 544 

quality of evidence, two instruments still achieved a grade A recommendation, showing 545 

promise for future HRQoL endpoints. 546 

 547 

Conclusion 548 

 549 

Global use of suitable PROMs in PAH occurred in 20 of 43 RCTs. Interpretation of HRQoL 550 

requires a MCID, yet only 8 trials were adequately powered to detect a meaningful change. All 551 

MCIDs require further validation, taking into consideration directionality and disease severity. 552 

Language availability is not necessarily concordant with cultural validity, and this should be 553 

considered in international and multi-centre RCT settings. LPHQ outperforms EmPHasis-10 554 

regarding responsiveness whereas EmPHasis-10 demonstrates the strongest reliability and 555 

cross-cultural validity, however both can be recommended for use. SF-36 and EQ-5D-5L should 556 

be used with caution until further examination in people living with PAH. The conceptual 557 

framework, ratified without iterations, shows LPHQ and EmPHasis-10 are more likely to capture 558 

autonomy and self-identify. This should be developed further by mapping PROM items to the 559 

framework from the patient perspective. Concurrent cognitive interviewing is required for all 560 
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PROMs to strengthen content validity. HRQoL outcomes should focus on appropriate PROM 561 

selection, powered for a valid MCID, with the aim of continued psychometric development and 562 

health economic analyses.563 
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Study N= Demographics  
(Age (y), Female (%)) 

Intervention PROM† Additional Endpoints Primary 
outcome 

met? Control Therapy 

EU-TRAIN-01 
(2021)(102) 

129 55±12.7 
77.6% 

52.3±12.4 
69% 

Exercise 
training 

SF-36 (all) Primary 6MWD 
Secondary  WHO FC, CPET 

Yes 

PATENT-2 
(2015) 
(109,148) 

396 49±16 
80% 

49±16 
80% 

Riociguat LPHQ 
EQ-5D-5L 

Primary 6MWD 
Secondary CWE, NTProBNP, 
WHO FC, haemodynamics 

Yes 

PATENT-1 
(2013)(149) 

443 51±17 
78% 

51±17 
79% 

Riociguat LPHQ 
EQ-5D-5L 

Primary 6MWD 
Secondary CWE, NTProBNP, 
WHO FC, haemodynamics 

Yes 
 

TRIUMPH-I 
(2010)(150) 

235 52(18-75) 
82% 

55(20-75) 
81% 

Inhaled 
Treprostinil 

MLWHF-PH Primary 6MWD 
 

No 

EARLY(2008) 
(151) 

185 44±17 
63% 

45±18 
76% 
 

Bosentan SF-36 (all) Primary 6MWD, PVR 
Secondary CWE, NTProBNP, 
haemodynamics 

No 

ARIES2 
(2008)(101) 

394 51±14 
68% 

51±15 
78% 

Ambrisentan SF-36 
(physical) 

Primary 6MWD  
Secondary CWE 

Yes 

PACES (2008) 
(152) 

267 48±13 
77% 

48±13 
82% 

Sildenafil + IV 
Epoprostenol 

SF-36 (all) Primary 6MWD No 

AIR 
(2002)(153) 

203 53±12 
68% 

51±13 
68% 

Inhaled 
Iloprost 

EQ-5D and 
EQ-VAS 

Primary 6MWD  
Secondary NYHA, PVR, CWE 

Yes 

 

Table 1. Characteristics of studies powered for HRQoL 

6MWD six-minute walk distance, CPET cardiopulmonary exercise test, CWE clinical worsening 

events, EQ (EuroQoL)-5D-5L, EQ-VAS EuroQoL visual analogue scale, HRQoL health-related 

quality of life, NTProBNP N-terminal Pro-Brain Natriuretic Peptide, NYHA New York Heart 

Failure Association functional score, PROM patient-reported outcome measure, PVR 

pulmonary vascular resistance, WHO FC World Health Organisation Functional Class 
†All secondary endpoints  
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Figure 1: HRQoL Instruments in PAH RCTs from systematic review categorised by ability to 
distinguish meaningful change in the PAH population. 

20 of 43 trials selected an instrument with a MCID for HRQoL. 56 total instruments are 
included as 13 trials included more than one instrument, see supplementary table E2 for full 
details. No trials reported results in the context of MCID. Where available, statistical 
significance was reported as p<0.05. 

BDI Beck’s depression inventory, CAMPHOR Cambridge Pulmonary Hypertension Outcome 
Review, E10 EmPHasis-10, EuroQol(EQ)-5D-5L, DFI dyspnoea fatigue index, FSS fatigue 
severity score, HADS hospital anxiety and depression questionnaire, HAP human activity 
profile , IPAQ International Physical Activity Questionnaire, KCCQ Kansas City Cardiomyopathy 
Questionnaire, LPHQ Living with Pulmonary Hypertension Questionnaire, MCID minimal 
clinically important difference. MLWHF Minnesota Living with Heart Failure, NHP Nottingham 
Health Profile, PAH-SYMPACT pulmonary arterial hypertension symptoms and impact 
questionnaire, PGA patient global assessment, SF-36 Short-Form-36, SGA subject global 
assessment. 
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Figure 2: Meta-analysis of HRQoL outcomes for riociguat 

PROM instruments LPHQ (A) and EuroQoL (EQ)-5D-5L (B). 1.5mg dose in Patent-1 for LPHQ 

was excluded as subgroup insufficiently powered. HRQoL health-related quality of life, LPHQ 

Living with Pulmonary Hypertension. Utility index score was not reported with EQ-5D-5L 

analysis. PROMs delivered at start and week 12 for PATENT-1, and every 2 weeks up to week 8 

for PATENT-2 follow-on study. 12-month follow-up data for EQ-5D-5L from PATENT-2 not 

included. No imputation reported of missing data. 2.5mg riociguat 2013,(107) n= 254 (WHO FC 

III, n = 140 (55%) Vs WHO FC II, n = 108 (43%)** p>0.05; riociguat 1.5mg 2013, n =63 (WHO FC 

III, n= 39 (62%) Vs WHO FC II, n = 19 (30%)***p<0.0001); 2.5mg riociguat 2015,(104) n= 231 

(WHO FC III, n= 127 (55%) Vs WHO FC II, n=97 (42%)** p>0.05; 1.5mg riociguat 2015, n = 56 

(WHO FC III n= 35(63%) Vs WHO FC II, n =17 (30%)** p<0.005 all Fisher’s exact test. 
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Figure 3: (A) Conceptual framework for PAH HRQoL and (B) scope of PROMs used in PAH RCTs mapped onto the conceptual framework by professionals.  

[A] Framework of patient-reported themes (n=6) and subthemes (n=25) identified by two independent reviewers on impact of pulmonary hypertension (majority 

group 1 PAH) on HRQoL [A]. Directly reported concepts are in bold (n= 8045 from supplementary table E6). Concepts may indirectly cross subthemes (cross 

loading), for example, treatment burden may impact on the EQ-5D-5L item ‘pain/discomfort’ as a reflection of treatment side effects however this is not included 

in analysis. Emphasis-10 (oval) is included as two RCTs are currently recruiting.(110) LPHQ is combined with MLWHF as instruments are identical. [B] Professional 

conceptual mapping of PROMs to HRQoL framework (6 PH consultants, 2 PH clinical fellows, 1 nurse specialist, 1 clinical psychologist, 1 physiotherapist). 

Emphasis-10 and LPHQ cover all main themes. Further work with patient perspectives required. LPHQ Living with Pulmonary Hypertension Questionnaire, MLWHF 

Minnesota Living with Heart Failure, SOB shortness of breath, SF-36 Short-Form 36. 
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 LPHQ/MLWHF 
(35,103,104,112,11

3,128) 

EmPHasis-10 
(118–

123,125–
127,154) 

SF-36 
(42,102,112–

117,151–
153,155) 

EQ-5D-5L 
(35,109,149

,156) 

C
haracteristics 

Setting Clinic & Trial Clinical Clinical NA 
Completion  5-10 min 3-4 min 5-10 min  3-4 min 
Number of 
Items / scales 

21 
Likert 

10 
Likert 

36 
Likert/ discrete 

5 
Likert 

Recall period One week Recent 
experience 

Varies with 
item 

Today 

Derivation 
PAH  

US, Germany, 
France 

UK & Ireland NA NA 

Translations English >20(134) 193 208 
Cost*** Free(157) Free(158) Free(159) Free(160) 
Construct(s) Total, 

Physical & 
Emotional 

summary scores 

Total score 8 Domains*, 
Physical & 

Mental scores 

Score 
indexed for  
population 

health state 
Scoring / 
(Best HRQoL) 

0-105 
(0) 

0-50 
(0) 

Varies  0-1 
(1) 

Q
uality of 

D
esign 

Construct + + - NA 
Concept ? - - NA 
Cognitive 
Interview 

? - - NA 

Patients + ? - NA 
Experts - ? - NA 

Internal Structure 

Structural 
validity 

? ? NA NA 

Internal 
consistency 

+ + +  

Measurement 
invariance/ 
Country 

NA/ 
none 

- 
US, Japan, 

China, Italy, 
Turkey 

NA/ 
none 

NA/ 
none 

R
eliability 

Test-retest ? + ? NA 

Measurement 
error 

- + + NA 

H
ypothesis 

Testing 

Criterion 
validity 

NA NA NA NA 

Other 
instruments 

+ + + ? 

Response to 
intervention 

+ NA + ? 

Subgroups + + ?҂ NA 
Quality of Evidence 

Summary 
Low Low Very Low NA 

Recommendation  
(A to C) 

A A B B 

 
Table 2: Summary of PROM characteristics, measurement properties and evidence quality 
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sufficient (+), insufficient (–), or indeterminate (?), (NA) not available. Summary of evidence 

quality based on a modified GRADE approach. Properties with moderate to high evidence 

quality are shaded grey. Recommendations are made by three categories (A) PROM can be 

trusted for use with evidence for sufficient content validity and internal consistency, (B) 

potential to be recommended for use but not categorized as A or C or (C) PROMs with high 

quality evidence that a measurement property is insufficient and therefore should not be 

recommended for use. 

***non-commercial use, *8 items: P physical, RP role physical, EF energy fatigue, SF social 

functioning, MH mental health, RE role emotional, GH general health, V vitality. Factor 

coefficients for mental and physical summary scores are held under copyright, reporting a total 

overall score is not recommended.(114,161)  ҂ inconsistencies with item functioning. Full 

summary of findings available in online supplement tables E7 and E8.  

GRADE Grading of Recommendations Assessment Development Evaluation, EuroQol-5D-5L 

(EQ-5D-5L), LPHQ Living with Pulmonary Hypertension Questionnaire, MLWHF Minnesota Living 

with Heart Failure, SF Short Form-36 
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