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Disease 

stage

First author, publication year, 

country, reference

Population Number of 

patients

HRQoL instrument Follow-up period 

(months)

Median/mean utility (SD) Follow-up period (more details) Aim of the study

Early/localised

Knight 2004, USA (21) Newly diagnosed localized PCa 95 TTO 0, 3, 12 Current health at baseline black: 0.67 (0.05) white: 0.72 

(0.04)

baseline, at 3 and 12 months after 

treatment

Evaluate prospectively preferences, optimism, 

involvement in care and QoL

Elstein 2005, USA (25) Localized Pca 127 TTO 0, 3-6 months later patient at baseline 0.73 (0.25), 3 months 0.67 (0.25) Baseline and 3-6 months later, for 4 

hypothetical health states

assess correlations for utilities provided by patient 

and cinician

Korfage 2005, Netherlands (48) Localized PCa 314 EQ-5D, VAS -1, 6, 12, 52 EQ-5D: pre-treatment 89 ± 15 (radical prostatectomy) and 81 

± 20 (external bean radiotherapy), VAS 79  ± 17 and 72  ± 17

1 months before treatment, 6, 12 and 52 

months after treatment

Study of long-term HRQoL

Sommers 2008, USA (26) Localized PCa 167 TTO 0 several for different health states single time-point predict patient preferences and treatment choices

Soyupek 2008, Turkey (47) Locally advanced PCa 20 15D 0 LH-RH group mean 0.53 ± 0.07 single time-point Effects of androgen deprivation on the hand function, 

QoL and mood

Fernández-Arjona 2012, Spain 

(19)

Locally advanced or disseminated PCa 561 EQ-5D, VAS 0 Average EQ-5D 78.47 and VAS 67.77 cross-sectional validation of PROSQOLI questionnaire

Advanced/metastatic

Saad 2002, multinational (31) Hormone-refractory metastatic  PCa 

patients

643 EQ-5D 0, 15 decreasing from baseline, no exact values reported baseline + up to 15m Efficacy and safety of zoledronic acid

Reed 2004, USA (22) Advanced PCa (treatment of SRE) 1469 EQ-5D 0, every 3 months EQ-5D VAS 30 days before and after SRE 0.615 (pts with SREs) 

and 0.689 (pts without SREs)

Baseline and every 3 months Cost-effectiveness of zoledronic acid for the 

prevention of SREs

Weinfurt 2005, multinational 

(32)

Metastatic PCa with sign of SRE 248 EQ-5D, VAS 0, 3 month up to 24 

months

baseline VAS 0.69 (0.19), EQ-5D utility 0.70 (0.20) baseline, and decrements every 3 month, 

up to 24 months

clinical relevance, pain and qol SREs

Sullivan 2007, multinational 

(33)

Metastatic hormone-refractory PCa 

patients

280 EQ-5D 0, 3, 6, 9 0.635 at baseline baseline, 3, 6, 9 months QoL finding in met hormone refractory patients

Namiki 2008, Japan (18) Advanced or metastatic Pca 23 EQ-5D 0, 3, 6, 9 and 12 monthsAt baseline 0.87 ± 0.2 0, 3, 6, 9 and 12 months Assess QoL and incidence of hot flashes following 

endocrine therapy

Wu 2008, USA (27) Metastic hormone refractory PCa 280 EQ-5D 0, 3, 6, 9 At baseline average EQ-5D was 0.64 (SD=0.31), median 0.73 Baseline, 3, 6, 9 months Construct and validate a prediciton model of EQ-5D 

using cancer-specific HRQoL measures

Färkkilä 2013, Finland (44) Palliative PCa, BrC, CRC 30 15D, EQ-5D, VAS 0 Mean 15D: 0.694 (0.120), EQ-5D: 0.551 (0.315), VAS: 51.7 (22.0) cross-sectional Explore HRQoL and compare results from different 

instruments

Skaltsa 2014, multinational (40) Metastatic castration-resistant PCa 209 EQ-5D 0, 13 and every 

subsequent 12 week

Mean 0.688 (0.282), median 0.727 at baseline 0, 13, 25 and every subsequent 12 week Mapping FACT-P to EQ-5D

Diels 2015, multinational (41) Metastatic castration-resistant PCa 602 EQ-5D 0 Mean 0.66 (SE 0.01) cross-sectional Mapping FACT-P to EQ-5D

Loriot 2015, multinational (34) Asymptomatic and minimally 

symptomatic, chemotherapy-naive 

patients with metastatic castration-

1717 EQ-5D 0, weeks 5, 13, 25, 37, 

49, 61

Mean EQ-5D at baseline 0.85, change at week 61 -0.07 for 

enzalutamide and -0.10 for placebo

until week 61 Study the effect of enzalutamide on HRQoL

Booth 2012, Finland (42) PCa screening 5516 15D, EQ-5D, SF-6D surveys in 1998, 2000, 

2004 and 2011

Screening vs control 15D: 0.872 vs 0.866, EQ-5D 0.852 vs 0.831 surveys in 1998, 2000, 2004 and 2011 Quantify long-term HRQoL impact associated with 

screening for PrCa

Smith 2002, USA (20) After radical prostatectomy 209 TTO, SG 0 median 0.9 across all groups one measurement after prostatectomy Evaluate patient preferences for current urinary and 

sexual function after radical prostatectomy

Glazener 2011, UK (39) Radical prostatectomy or TURP 853 EQ-5D 3, 6, 9, 12 radical prostatectomy baseline 0.80 (0.22) 3, 6, 9 and 12 months Clinical effectiveness and CEA of conservative 

treatment for urinary incontinence

Wang 2014, Sweden (50) PCa patients at least 10 years after 

laparoscopic radical prostatectomy

49 EQ-5D 0 median/mean na cross-sectional follow-up after 10 years 

since radical prostatectomy

Compare QoL and functional outcomes at least 10 

years after laparoscopic radical prostatectomy

Krahn 2003, Canada (35) PCa 141 HUI, QWB 0 current health mean HUI: 0.80, QWB: 0.65  current health To evaluate utilities for prostate cancer outcomes

Stewart 2005, USA (24) PCa, older than 60 162 SG 0 mean utility 0.67-0.84 (symptom free disease), 0.71-0.89 

(with symptoms)

no follow-up measure Pca health states

Volk 2004, USA (23) PCa screening and metastatic PCa 168 TTO 0 For several health states. E.g hormonally refreactory PrCa: 

0.50 for husbands and 0.68 for partners

cross-sectional, one measurement Explore preferences of patients and souses for the 

outcomes of PrCa screening and QoL of metastatic 

disease

Krahn 2007, Canada (36) Three cohorts: newly diagnosed, 

metastatic and other

248 HUI 2/3, EQ-5D, QWB0, 2, 12 At baseline HUI 2 0.87 (SD 0.10), HUI 3 0.82 (0.18), QWB 0.63 

(0.13), EQ-5D 0.86 (0.15)

3 time points within 12 months Determine responsiveness to change of disease-

specific and generic utility instruments

Pearcy 2008, UK, Ireland (38) PCa 25 VAS 0 Mean 68 ± 24.8, 83.1 ± 14 single time-point Proxy assessment of QoL caregiver-patient, urologist-

patient

Shimizu 2008, Japan (45) Localised PCa and hormone refratory 

PCa

323 EQ-5D 0 Mean EQ-5D 0.90 (SD 0.15) single time-point Factor associated with variation in Pca utility scores

Meghani 2009, USA (28) PCa or men at risk 188 TTO/VAS single time-point Patients categorized for clusters depending on trade-off 

willingness

single time-point heterogeneity in Pca treatment utilities

Pickard 2009, USA (29) PCa 87 EQ-5D, VAS 0 EQ-5D VAS mean 73.4 (20.2) single time-point Proxy assessment of caregiver-patient, caregiver-

caregiver

Cameron 2012, Canada (37) PCa patients after radiotherapy 73 EQ-5D, VAS 0, 1 VAS: pre-treatment 76.62 ± 16.4, post-treatment 76.39  ± 12.9  before and 1 months after treatment Explore perceived health state

Ruland 2013, Norway (46) PCa and BrCa patients 325 15D 0, 3, 6, 12 only changes reported baseline, 3, 6, 12 months Examine effect of internet-based health application 

on health outcomes e.g. HRQoL

Mickeviciene 2013, Lithuania 

(49)

PCa 501 VAS 0 Mean at baseline 54.06 (20.01) cross-sectional Determine if illness perception explains variations 

in HRQoL

Torvinen 2013, Finland (43) PCa patients (different states) 630 15D, EQ-5D, VAS 0 mean EQ-5D: 0.85 (0.03), 15D 0.87 (0.11), VAS 76.36 (18.56) cross-sectional, at enrollment or mailed estimate qol in different stages of pca

Freytag 2014, USA (30) Intermediate-risk Pca 44 EQ-5D 0, 6, 12, 24, 36  Baseline EQ-5D 0.9 0, 6, 12, 24, 36 months Assess safety and efficacy of radiation therapy

EQ-5D; EuroQoL,HUI; Health Utilities Index, QWB; Quality of Well being, SF-6D; Short Form 6D, AQoL-8D; Assessment of Quality of Life

TTO; Time-Trade-off, SG; Standard Gamble, VAS; Visual Analog Scale

PCa; Prostate Cancer, BrCa; Breast Cancer, CRC; colorectal cancer

Screening

Prostatectomy

Mixed/other


