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The Japanese version of the EQ-5D-5L, the EQ-5D-3L and the HUI3 were used for
utility measurement. The choice probability (item information) of patients when a patient®s capability
value theta (health states) is given is expressed with this model. Moreover, the discrimination and the
difficulty which are the parameters showing the item characteristic can be shown. The maximum of the item
information were 22.5 in the EQ-5D-5L, 13.1 in the EQ-5D-3L and 8.7 in the HUI3. Concerning the
discrimination, it was good with all the measures and especially the EQ-5D-5L had high discrimination.
Three utility measures had the wide range for the difficulty.

These findings indicate that the EQ-5D-5L, the EQ-5D-3L and the HUI3 could measure stroke patient’ s
utility scores in the wide range of the health states. Furthermore, in the stroke patients, it turned out
that the EQ-5D-5L has a lot of information and is the highest also about discrimination.
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