13.  Michigan Hand Outcomes Questionnaire (MHQ)  #3E 'L —+ A

Michigan Hand Outcomes Questionnaire (MHQ) 1%, University of Michigan TH¥ & 11
e F OO R @HREEEQOL FHiREcH v LV, ()i Fokkie, (2)HEAEI5H)
fE(ADL), (3)&H, (D=, G)EE, (6)FoRAEICHN T 2 BFHOmEE % 6 JHHIC X
DK ET N Tw5, ZOFFMIE, &EC72 [, PrEkEIZ15), BRI CREE R
H3 22 eATE L, BRAEHILZZ U Ch <, HHEELTHERZ S FH, I o ICEANE CFF
filiL T\ 2 Em2FCH 512, T/, FMEMMHQ (Brief MHQ) & L <, 12IEHHKD F
¥, TNZNOIHH 2R EEfect size (ES) &\ 9 B ICHARE L CFEiis 2. ES

X, IBREDOROKRZITHY, BIESKZ WIZY, ZOWRKETAME IN2Y. &
£Cld, MHQ, Brief MHQOSHEME, AR, I X OISR IciiE s h, 1055
IR Tw 2 . 7, BEiY v=F (RA) , FHREEGRE, BaE6mEdr, Wik
R 7: & O BFICE W THERERHIIICH VW S Tw 3 . HAGERMHQ (MHQ-]) #fHH
T5720I1CiE, IPHVRFCMERIA v ZAOHERHDEL 7255, £/, BEKAICE
#D b 5 w/NE{E (MCID : Minimal Clinically Important Difference) 235H5& X 41T\
%0,

531 FHSCHR

1. Chung KC, Pillsbury MS, et al. Reliability and validity testing of the Michigan Hand
Outcomes Questionnaire. ] Hand Surg Am 23: 575-587, 1998.

2. Kotsis SV, Chung KC. Responsiveness of the Michigan Hand Outcomes Questionnaire
and the Disabilities of the Arm, Shoulder and Hand questionnaire in carpal tunnel
surgery. ] Hand Surg Am 30:81-86, 2005.

3. Waljee JF, Kim HM, et al. Development of a brief, 12-item version of the Michigan Hand
Questionnaire. Plast Reconstr Surg 128: 208-220, 2011.

4. Nolte MT, Shauver M]J, et al. Normative Values of the Michigan Hand Outcomes
Questionnaire for Patients with and without Hand Conditions. Plast Reconstr Surg 140:
425e-433e, 2017.

5. OdaT, AbeY, et al. Reliability and Validity of the Japanese Version of the Michigan Hand
Outcomes Questionnaire: A Comparison with the DASH and SF-36 Questionnaires. ]
Hand Surg Asian Pac Vol 21: 72-7, 2016.

6. Shauver MJ, Chung KC. The minimal clinically important difference of the Michigan
hand outcomes questionnaire. ] Hand Surg Am 34: 509-514, 2009.



