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BACKGROUND Figure 1: MEAN RATINGS, CORRELATIONS, AND AGREEMENT Table 1: CORRELATIONS WITH EQ-HWB-9 ITEMS AND EXTERNAL ANCHORS

* The EQ VAS is an important component of EQ-5D instruments but is not currently
Health Quality of
Health Wellb: Life

included with the EQ-HWB-9
Activities | -0.48 [ IO

r=077
1CC=0.77[0.74,0.79]

r=085
icC =0.84[0.82, 0.86]
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