EVALUATION OF PSYCHOMETRIC PARAMETERS OF FOOD ALLERQY QUALITY-OF~-LIFE QUESTIONNAIRES WITH ITEM
RESPONSE THEORY FOR THE ASSESSMENT OF HEALTH-RELATED QUALITY OF LIFE DURING FOOD ALLERQY TREATMENTS

« Peanut allergy (PA) is associated with reduced health-related quality of life (HRQL),*? typically measured in
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Table 2. PEPITES: Item Parameters of the FAQLQ-CF (Baseline and Endpoint)
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DISCRIMINATION LEVELS (a)
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DIFFICULTY (MEAN BETWEEN b1-b6)

BASELINE ENDPOINT

Table 4. PEPITES: Item Parameters of the FAQLQ-PF (Baseline and Endpoint)

ITEM

DISCRIMINATION LEVELS (a)

BASELINE

ENDPOINT
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ENDPOINT

FAQLQ-CF and FAQLQ-PF Item Information Curves

In PEPITES, the results of the FAQLQ-CF suggest a reasonable spread of discrimination across their respective
factors (Figure 1)
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