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Table 2. Responsiveness to improvements in children’s health
EQ-HWB-S index EQ-5D-5L index
Child’s COVID-19 recovery, n=258
Baseline Mean (SD) 0.72 (0.21) 0.69 (0.30) 62.0 (22.1)
Follow-up Mean (SD) 0.85(0.14) 0.92 (0.17) 85.8 (12.9)
Non-infected covip Non-infected covip Non-infected VID -i covip Non-infe: EffeCt Size 0-62 0-77 1-08

Improved EQ-TIPS LLS, n=64 (<4y)
Ch 'Id :L :n 706 s 29 75.3 179 198 s9.8 693 08 628 46 532 460 55.0 250 a55 397 775 Baseline Mean (SD) 0.69 (020) 0.68 (026) 58.5 (205)
ldren s <0001 <0001 Follow-up Mean (SD) 0.83 (0.13) 0.91 (0.16) 84.2 (14.0)

Age, mean (SD) 6.9(4.0) 6.6 (4.1) Effect size 0.74 0.87 1.25

 Known-groups validity using generalized linear regression (only statistical significance variables presented) : Improved self-complete EQ-5D-Y-3L index, n=131 (26y)
0-3 years 26.7% 32.9% group y &8 & (only 5 P ) Baseline Mean (SD) 0.69 (0.22) 0.68 (0.30) 613 (22.2)
4-5 years 17.2% 11.3% . .. Follow-up Mean (SD) 0.85 (0.14) 0.93 (0.13) 86.6 (12.0)
6-18 years c6 10 = 8o a) Compared to EQ-5D-5L, summary scores of EQ-HWB-S discriminated better; crtect shoa 07 0.5 s
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Male 52 79 56.3% Table 1. Correlation between children's health status and parents' EQ-HWB-S/EQ-5D-5L index and EQ VAS p proxy-rep

b) Individual dimensions: children’s clinical Baseline Mean (SD) 0.70 (0.22) 0.67(031) 62.7(21.8)

llIness duration(day) 10.9 (10.3) - T L By E—— Follow-up Mean (SD) 0.85 (0.14) 0.92 (0.16) 86.4 (11.4)

- i . . . . . . Effect size 0.68 0.81 1.09
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