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Table 1. Comparison of demographic characteristics between subjects in the outpatient set-
ting and those receiving hospital day care : (Overall N=100; employed patients re-
ceiving a salary, N=20)

Variable Outpatient (i\?t:tgg Hossg;?gd?g:;; Total  p-value

Employment* 0.00

Employed 7 (10.6%) 13 (38.2%) 20

Unemployed 59 (89.4%) 21 (61.8%) 30
ot

Occupational ther- 12 (20.34%) 17 (80.95%) 29

apy

Student 7(8.6%) 1 (4.76%) 8

Volunteer 11 (18.64%) 2(9.52%) 13

Housewife 3 (5.08%) 0 (0%)

Retired 1 (1.69%) 1 (4.76%) 2

No 25 (42.37%) 0 (0%) 25
Workweek duration 0.04
(hours / week)

Mean 33.43 9.42 17.83

Standard deviation 23.96 4.77 18.27

Range 8-72 3-18 3-72
?I/flo:nztl(;;y income 0.03

Mean NTS$ 14,414.29 NT$ 3,749.85  NT$ 7,482

Standard deviation 9,539.47 9,418.50 10,582.95

Range NT$ NT$ NT

2,900 - 300,000 100-35,000 $100-35,000

gzzllied income / 0.01

Mean NT$ 2,451.69 NT$ 1,294.12 2,054.14

Standard deviation 2,755.78 1,749.23 2,509.01

Range NT$ 0-10000 NT$ 0-6000 NT$ 0-10000

* By chi-square test; others determined by t-test.

ETEMEZ A~ BB

/S NS R B
5 o HBFERSE ISR -
MER% 481 » THREAMBEERBISRE » T

14

HES AR 3.37 #13.95 » IFAFEHBERTER

HTAEVEAR

RB1543 » 45 58.68+16.42 43 o
BRI ANE KR A5 HEE B K FI2 W
o ST ESEEFRAENECER B
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Table 2. Internal consistency of the Taiwa- Table 3. Test-retest reliability of the Taiwa-
nese version of the LQOLP nese version of the LQOLP
(N=100) (N=30)
Subjective QOL domain Items*  Cronbach's a Subjective QOL domain Intracle?ss correlation
Life satisfaction scale 20 0.87 coefficient( ICC)
Leisure 3 0.65 Life satisfaction scale 0.91
Finance 2 0.82 Work 0.81
Living situation 6 0.77 Leisure 0.91
Safety 2 0.77 Religious 0.69
Family relations 2 0.65 Finance 0.78
Social relations 2 0.65 Living situation 0.92
Health 3 0.74 Safety 0.69
General well-being 2 0.61 Family relations 0.68
Affect Social relations 0.60
Positive 5 0.54 Health 0.84
Negative 5 0.64 General well-being 0.84
Self-concept Affect 0.82
Positive 5 0.81 Positive 0.58
Negative 5 0.53 Negative 0.64
*Excluded items which were not applicable for patients Self-concept 0.83
who were not employed, religious, married or had pre- Positive 0.81
vious hospitalization. Negative 0.53
QOL visual scale ' 0.86

JEERTE ~ fRER ~ mhahAR = IE Tk ERTAEE
IRFERRS> [ (1(98) =-2.50, p<.05)] ~ ZERFHAE
W E S [98) =-2.52, p<.05)] EFIER
B HREWERAEZEERIIRRA (p<.05)
HerBH B EELE MR ARG
EERE o A FRAMESEEFEAE

WEEGSBEXRFLT—2 Btk
% B - BERIIENEENESRIE -

KEEFELEED  WMERAIEENIES
BAI/EIG2(1D=1071,p<.00D ]~ BEWEHH
PRE S HIIEEIEEERE [(2(D =770, p<.0D

1> DURAEH T /EBS 8 [ (1(6.26) = 2.62, p<
051~ FAFHE(18)=2.41,p<.05] - HFF
HEEA S DA [(1(93.26) =255, p<.05) ]
FIENE > BEFEEANE - HMREEEL

TRZIRA (13%) BEIRREE 2P TReR A (T%)

R HERERANS B TIERS 042+
4.77) BB R#HE(3,749.85+9,418. SOAIR K
295 A (33.43+£2.96; 14,414.29+9,539.47) » H
PGS EFEMYKA BRERERA
(1,294.12 £1,749.23) HEHAFIEHE A (2,451.69
+£2,755.78) » IBEMEFRE I HHIEEIEEER
FEIRELATRHE A (53%) B %17 2 K B
A (B4%) o

AOS45E ~ BiER - BRIRIRRALE
£EREEZERR

% TGRS (stepwise) FEREET
R~ REEM ~ TIEEE - 5F—RERE
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it > DURIETHEARER A FHEE S E AR E
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[EEAEREEER - KMLQOLPIR% 1]
FHEAEFEREE 26 & Cronbach's aff 5
0.84-0.86 » FEHY R & [\ ik /B 1E BN AR
LQOLP {SEEWSR [14] » FEAEEWMEE 24 &
Cronbach's ofE £ 0.87 » &£ J&ME 2 Cronbach' s
o {HEEE 0.30-0.88 » HARHYRE LIEKIRKEIRIE
JETE ° BRINAR LQOLP MRS R e F 8 LG
BE ICC & 0.82» HyAEGEIRERS S ICC &
0.65 » REHE <z ICC EiE 0.63-0.78  BHETY
g Bk LQOLP BF RIFRIANER—BE
HREE -

AR A (7 > EERR LQOLP %
)RR AR IS L E e T ST-36 R g T 23
ZAEBAME - MBI R P EREERMER - HER
EAE T AMmEECBERE - MR
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HiraTEE g  BEIMET - FEEMHEEE
RUREE R LQOLP famZ Ll SF-36 B2 LUK
BRN=EiFETEEEFRE » HEHN
R

ERERETRMD » R R RS TR RE
=0 AWISEE LQOLP EIEfRLEFTEE (12)
WHFERE A RAERERE » RERAERE
PRI RERICR ~ BERN -~ BF - 22 K
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Table 4. Pearson correlation between the subjective quality of life of the Taiwanese version of

LQoLr Livin
Leisure Religious Work Finance Ve Safety

SF36 situation

PF 0.05 0.07 0.03 0.24* -0.01 0.15
RP 0.10 -0.01 0.23* 0.30%* 0.11 0.30%*
BP 0.12 -0.05 -0.09 0.23* 0.06 0.25%*
GH 0.25% 0.11 0.25% 0.32%%* 0.32%* 0.36**
VT 0.37+* 0.31%* 0.28%* 0.42%%* 0.287%* 0.23*

SF 0.41%* 0.18 0.09 0.28** 0.24* 0.27%%*
RE 0.30%* 03474 0.20 0.46%* 0.377%% 0.48%*
MH 0.38#* 0.32%* 0.26%* 0.42%% 0.31%%* 0.31%*

Abbreviations: PF =physical functioning; RP =role limitation due to physical problems; Abbreviations: BP =bodily pain;

MH =mental health.
*p<.05; **p<.01.

Table 5. Pearson correlation between the subjective quality of life of the Taiwanese version of

LQorLr Livin,

Leisure Religious Work Finance sit at'g Safety
General well-being vation
General life satis- 0.45%* 0.38%* 0.40%* 0.41%* 0.61%+ 0.35%*
faction .
QOL visual scale 0.29** 0.48** 0.25* 0.47%%* _ 0.56%* 0.39%*
Happiness scale 0.23*% 0.34%* 0.30%* 0.45%* 0.43%* 0.28%*

*p<.05; ¥*¥p<.01.

WSS R R ERALR ~ FERD ~ B~ X205
AR A% » TRFEERRR FREER
P B ik 22 B4R T 2 RELTE AR T > B AR
LQOLP Z REFRFETERRERRE R IE R
{EREE B - R ZEEEZ R
FEFR—ERRZT - BARFEERR - AEHE
Ay 25 HO R PR T B SR AR DU R T2 B2 © [t
S} » FETEREARR B AR R B AL R E TRIRT A
BARSRET » IR A < REPR AR
EHEPHEIPERR EEE - B REZTIREA
~hER 20% AR TR - BARED - BERA

NEHE T » FEEmE A2 AR T
TERRE BTN - IR P AR AL
ERECERNY -

WAREEME

EBREEEHEENEERSSD - URERRR
TR EREE - MR R B B SER R
PL16,22] » FURFRIEX FETHEAT 5 IlE
MHEEENAT - R - RN - SHEH
WgeERe (11,14] EEUR - WAFELLE ~ 1895
ER=IEENEEREE - DIEBRERNE
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LQOLP and the SF-36 (N=100)

Family

Social

relations relations Health General well-being Affect Self-concept

0.19 0.09 0.32%* 0.17 0.05 0.05
0.25* 0.22% 0.35%* 0.26%* 0.33%* 0.28%*
0.24% 0.18 0.28%* 0.11 0.16 0.06
0.28%* 0.34 ** 0.59%* 0.39%* 0.45%%* 0.31%*
0.13 0.49%* 0.52%* 0.51** 0.57*%* 0.43%%*
0.26%+* 0.35%* 0.49+* 0.34%* 0.38%* 0.25*
0.40%* 0.26%* 0.38%* 0.33** 0.26%* 0.19
0.20% 0.42%* 0.47%* 0.45%* 0.52%* 0.46%*

GH = general health perception; VT =vitality; SF =social function; RE =role limitation due to emotional problems;

LQOLP and three items of general well-being (N=100)

Faxr.nly Soc.1al Health Affect Self-

relations relations concept
0.31 % 0.43** 0.45%%* 0.38** 0.42+*
0.30%%* 0.45%* 0.40** 0.31%* 0.29%*
0.20%* 0.32%* 0.32%* 0.48%* 0.41+*

AR EEE -

LLEER R IR M R RS
1> BRE - FHAEEMNEERERAREZ
£ B HERERE AR SRITERE -
SRR T M A BRIt 28 i 2 1
T2 - TR FE SR BRI iR s A VS AR
Bl BARBRP R ARMEESE - FlEE
EIEWREEREERITRA - R ERE
BAYRIEEHRATRER H R E ES R R R
R WARBERSERPFEEERT - Wi
RERSESRERE  PRETRE LS

5 HEBHRFI R - AMERAEREZ
T o ARAM AR EITIER IR £
BT - RIFEREARIH seE— S B -
- B RERAE LR 8 - R
Rt Z RS E - FREELEITE
AMEE(11,23,24] » JUREREATATERR RABEL > 45
T SE R B » HA S SRR A&
RERRERSE - R EEAT - ABEEBIRAIR RABEERY
DIRE - FEAN Lt E SRR RISE] - R
TEIERGE TS RS EE_ RIS - KRBT
IR N it @b - EtRER
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Table 6. Factor loadings of factor analysis on the Taiwanese version of the LQOLP (N=100)

Family Health Finance Autonomy Social

relations /safety /well-being  relations Leisure

Subjective QOL Content

Living with the people who you
do?

Your family in general? 0.84 -0.39

0.85

The amount of contact you have

with your relatives? 0.67

The prospect of living here for a
. 0.46

long time?

How often you see a doctor? 0.69
The safety of this neighbourhood? 0.37 0.63
Your general state of health? 0.61
Your nervous well-being? 0.57
You general personal safety? 0.56

The amount of you have to spend

on enjoyment? 0.90

How well-off you are financially? 0.76

The amount of independence you

have here? 0.72

Can you tell me how you feel ab-

out your life as a whole? 0.67
The living arrangement here? 0.44 0.44

The amount of influence you have
here?

Can you tell me how you feel ab-
out your life as a whole today?

0.35 0.36

The way that you get on with

other people? 0.82

The number of friends you have? 0.53

The amount of pleasure you get
from the things you do outside 0.66
you home?

The pleasure you get from radio
or TV?

The amount of pleasure you get
from the things you do at home?

0.64

0.31 0.45

*QOnly factor loadings = 0.30 are reported; excluded items which are not applicable for people who were not
employed, religious, married or had previous hospitalization.
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Table 7. Correlation between the six factors revealed by exploratory factor analysis
Factor wiatons ltey e N Mo Leisue
Family relations 1.00
Health/Safety 0.36 1.00
Finance 0.26 0.38 1.00
Autonomy /Well-being 0.58 048 0.39 1.00
Social relations 0.08 0.36 0.56 0.29 1.00
Leisure 0.51 0.42 0.33 0.49 0.22 1.00
Table 8. Mean (standard deviation) of each domain of subjective quality of life of in the Ta-
iwanese version of the LQOLP
Domain Mean (S.D) t-value df p-value
Ot T ot e

Work ] 3.17(1.58) 3.76(1.45) 3.37(1.55) -1.82 98 0.07
Leisure 4.63(1.17) 4.97(1.03) 4.74(1.13) -1.43 98 0.16
Religious 4.60(1.28) 4,94(1.15) 4.72(1.24) -1.12 98 0.27
Finance 3.82(1.70) 4.21(1.42) 3.95(1.61) -1.14 98 0.26
Living situation 4.02(1.01) 4.59(0.85) 4.21(0.99) -2.85 98 0.00*
Safety 4.61(1.41) 5.04(1.32) 4.76(1.38) -1.48 98 0.14
Family relations 4.81(1.29) 4.82(1.19) 4.81(1.25) -0.06 98 0.95
Social relations 3.83(1.36) 4.59(1.18) 4.09(1.24) -2.78 98 0.00*
Health 3.79(1.29) 4.43(1.29) 4.01(1.32) -2.37 98 0.02*
General well-being 4.16(1.20) 4.60(1.27) 4.31(1.24) -1.71 98 0.09
*p<.05.
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Abstract from Original Article

The Taiwanese Version of the Lancashire Quality of
Life Profile (T-LQOLP ): Reliability and Validity

Chia-Chun Hsu, M.D.", Kai-Ping Grace Yao, Ph.D.?,
Hai-Gwo Hwu, M.D.’, Ping-Chuan Hsiung, Ph.D.*

Objectives: The purpose of this study was
to develop and test the reliability and validity of
the Taiwanese version of Lancashire Quality of
Life Profile(T-LQOLP). The relationship between
demographic factors, psychotic symptoms, care
settings, and quality of life (QOL) of patients with
schizophrenia were also be examined. Methods:
One hundred patients with schizophrenia were re-
cruited from patients who were receiving hospital
day care or were treated in an outpatient setting of
auniversity hospital in Taipei. Data were collected
by personal interview after written informed con-
sent was obtained. Results: The T-LQOLP was
established after linguistic modification. The in-
ternal consistency (Cronbach's «) ranged from
0.53 to 0.82 for the nine subjective QOL domains.
The test-retest reliability ICCs ranged from 0.60
to 0.92 in the nine subjective QOL domains. The
SF-36 and three items from the T-LQOLP were
used as the criterion-related validity tools. The T-

LQOLP had significant correlations between the
two scales, and had satisfactory contruct validity.
Exploratory factor analyses revealed a six-factor
(family relations, health and safety, finance, auto-
nomy and well-being, social relations, and leisure)
model. Among the nine subjective QOL domains,
the highest satisfaction domain was family rela-
tions, while the lowest satisfaction domains were
work and finance. The best factors in predicting
subjective QOL were affect symptoms, care set-
ting, separate marital status, age range of 20-30
years, and negative symptoms. Conclusions:
This study has successfully established the T-
LQOLP by demonstrating its satisfactory reliabi-
lity and validity. This instrument is applicable for
use in Taiwanese patients with schizophrenia. The
T-LQOLP can also be served as a rating scale for
cross-cultural study and as a tool for clinical psy-
chiatric assessment in Taiwan. (Full text in Chin-
ese)

Key words: schizophrenia, subjective and objective quality of life
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