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Summary

This report forms part of a review undertaken by ACAM to refine and simplify Australia’s
national asthma data monitoring system.

Why refine the list of asthma indicators?

Currently 24 indicators are recommended for monitoring asthma at a population level to guide
policy relating to the prevention and management of asthma in Australia. This is too many for an
efficient monitoring program. The overall aim of this body of work was to define an efficient set of
indicators for asthma that are useful for stakeholders, avoid redundancy and can be measured
reliably and validly using population data.

Methods used to refine the list of asthma indicators

Two separate methods were employed to assess whether the number of asthma indicators
recommended for monitoring could be reduced: a Delphi survey and an analysis of correlation
among the indicators. A Delphi survey is an established qualitative research method used to
systematically assimilate information from people with knowledge of the topic. We used a web-
based Delphi survey, conducted over two rounds, to seek input from relevant asthma experts on
the importance of each of the asthma indicators. We also asked them to rate each indicator in terms
of its value in providing information to policy makers about the status of asthma in Australia. In
the second round, panellists were sent their own previous responses, pooled results and
anonymised comments of other participants. With this information they were asked to consider
refining their answers. In conjunction with this process, correlation analyses were conducted to
investigate whether there was any potential redundancy among the indicators.

Refined list of core asthma indicators

In conjunction with the correlation analysis, the Delphi survey has helped to obtain consensus
about the most important asthma indicators for monitoring asthma at a national level. These
indicators are:

1) prevalence of current asthma
2) deaths (all ages)
3) deaths (5 to 34 years)

4) hospitalisations

6) general practice encounters

)
)
)

5) asthma control
)

7) asthma action plans
)

8) quality of life
9) preventer use
10) costs of asthma.

This core set of indicators should be used to gain population-based information on asthma in
Australia. However, this list does not preclude the use of other indicators where they are relevant
to a specific purpose.






1 Introduction

1.1 Purpose

This project forms part of a systematic review currently being undertaken by the Australian Centre
for Asthma Monitoring (ACAM) to refine and simplify Australia’s national asthma data
monitoring system. The primary purpose of this study was to review the currently recommended
list of 24 national asthma indicators in order to identify a smaller set of core indicators, which
provide the most information and which are more effective at signalling change, for future asthma
monitoring activities.

1.2 Background

The Australian System for Monitoring Asthma (ASMA) has been developed to monitor asthma
data and inform policies addressing asthma in Australia. It is an indicator-based monitoring
system in which defined measures of interest (indicators) have been developed for data collection
and monitoring. The current asthma monitoring system is based on 24 asthma indicators (see
Table 1).

These were initially developed at a workshop convened by the Australian Institute of Health and
Welfare (AIHW) in 2000 (AIHW 2000) and subsequently refined by ACAM in 2004 (Baker et al.
2004). They cover the areas of disease prevalence, impact (quality of life, disability, disease severity
and mortality), risk factors, health service use and management practices.

In the report Australian asthma indicators: Five-year review of asthma monitoring in Australia (ACAM
2007), ACAM recommended a review of the national asthma indicators in order to simplify the
asthma monitoring system by excluding indicators that were no longer relevant, or that were
redundant or not feasible to measure in the foreseeable future. Two overlapping projects were
proposed to revise the existing set of indicators. One of these projects employed an expert opinion
approach, via the use of a Delphi survey, to obtain expert input on the relative merit of each
asthma indicator. The other project was data-driven and involved the assessment of statistical
correlations between data series for some asthma indicators to identify redundancy within the
existing set of indicators.

Delphi surveys

A Delphi survey is a qualitative research method used to gain consensus among a panel of
individuals who have knowledge of the topic (Keeny et al. 2006). It employs a series of surveys
(referred to as rounds) in which each subsequent survey provides summary feedback to the
panellists from the responses to the previous survey and invites panellists to modify their
responses based on the views of the group (Keeny et al. 2001). By this means, it implements a
structured group communication process in which panellists can be influenced by the responses of
others in the group. The goal of a Delphi survey is to organise a debate, collect and synthesise
opinions and to achieve a degree of consensus and agreement among participants (Hader & Hader
1995).

A key component of the methodology of the Delphi technique is that the identities of panellists
and their individual responses are kept hidden from the rest of participants (Hasson et al. 2000).
This is designed to avoid dominance in the group by more outspoken or prestigious participants.
However, although the panellists remain anonymous to each other, they are not anonymous to the
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investigators who need to know their identities in order to feed back responses and to follow up
panellists during rounds. A high retention rate along all survey rounds is crucial as the number of
participants is usually small.

A Delphi survey is a valuable tool for accessing the judgment of experts in circumstances where
there are limits in the ability of empirical methods to ascertain information because knowledge is,
by its nature, incomplete or unavailable (Powell 2003). This is relevant to the situation existing for
most asthma indicators, and this method has the potential to provide helpful information for

refining national asthma indicators.

Table 1: Current national asthma indicators

Indicator Description

1 Ever asthma Reporting ever having doctor-diagnosed asthma

2 Current asthma Reporting doctor-diagnosed asthma plus symptoms of or treatment for asthma
in the last 12 months

3 Current wheeze Reporting wheeze in the preceding 12 months

4 Airway hyperresponsiveness Proportion of the population who are diagnosed with airway
hyperressponsiveness

5 Deaths (all ages) Deaths due to asthma in the population

6 Deaths (age 5 to 34 years) Deaths due to asthma among people aged 5 to 34 years

7 Hospitalisations Episodes of hospitalisation for asthma

8 Hospital patient days Patient days (or ‘bed days’) in hospital for asthma

9 Individual hospitalisations People hospitalised for asthma

10 Hospital re-admissions Re-admissions to hospital for asthma within 28 days of a previous admission
for asthma

11 Emergency department attendances Attendances at emergency departments in the population for asthma each year

12 Re-attendances Re-attendance at either hospital or an emergency department for asthma
within 28 days of a previous attendance for asthma

13 General practice encounters General practice encounters for asthma

14 Urgent asthma visits Total healthcare visits (hospital, emergency department and general practice)
for asthma exacerbations or worsening asthma

15  Asthma Cycle of Care uptake Asthma Cycle of Care (formerly Asthma 3+ Visit Plan) Practitioner Incentive
Program payments

16  Asthma action plans People with asthma who have a written asthma action plan

17 Preventer use People with asthma who use preventers (inhaled corticosteroids, leukotriene
receptor antagonists or similar drugs) regularly

18 Quality of life People with asthma who report poor health-related quality of life

19 Smoking Current smoking among people with asthma

20  Children residing with smokers Smoking in households where children with asthma reside

21 Spirometry People with asthma who have had spirometry within the last 12 months

22  Asthma control A composite indicator developed from measures of symptoms and medication
use to impute the proportion of people with asthma who have poor clinical
control

23 Occupational asthma Asthma caused by occupational exposure

24 Costs of asthma An index derived from expenditure and burden of disease data to examine the

costs of asthma to individuals

Note: These are the indicator descriptions provided to panellists involved in the Delphi survey.



Correlation analysis

Correlation is a measure of the strength of association between two continuous variables. Two
variables that are highly correlated contain essentially the same information and, hence, one of
them can be considered redundant. We applied this methodology to the analysis of indicators that
had been measured using existing data sources to see if any combination of two indicators were
highly correlated. If two items were strongly correlated we considered that one of them was
redundant and could be excluded from the indicator list.

Approaches such as the expert opinion and data-driven methods used here are consistent with
those used in the creation and refinement of health indicator lists in other jurisdictions. In
Scotland, a mixed approach was used to establish a robust set of mental health indicators for
adults (NHS Health Scotland: Parkinson 2007; Parkinson 2006). In the United States, committee
members were asked to rank-order lists of national health indicators according to their personal
judgment (IOM 1999). A similar method was used in Canada, where a modified Delphi process
was undertaken to develop a draft list of population health indicators at a consensus conference
held in 1999 (Canadian Institute for Health Information (CIHI) 1999). Indicators were retained or
rejected on the basis of average scores. A second consensus conference was held in 2004 to identify
information gaps, validate the originally proposed indicators and identify potential new indicators
(CIHI 2005).

1.3 Aim and objectives

The overall aim of this body of work was to define an efficient set of indicators for asthma that are
useful for stakeholders, avoid redundancy and can be measured reliably and validly using
population data.

Specific objectives of the Delphi survey

There were three main objectives of the Delphi survey:

1) To consult individuals with interest and expertise in asthma and data monitoring on the
priority of individual indicators for monitoring asthma in Australia

2) To obtain consensus among asthma and data monitoring experts on which indicators are the
most important in the asthma monitoring system

3) To engage asthma and data monitoring experts in the asthma monitoring process.

Specific objectives of the correlation analysis

The objectives of the correlation analyses were:

1) To examine correlations among asthma indicators that are classified by sex, age group,
geographical remoteness and socioeconomic disadvantage of location of residence

2) To use this information to identify a smaller set of indicators that provides independent
information with minimal redundancy.



2 Methods

2.1 Delphi survey

Pilot test

The initial questionnaire was designed as a web-based one and pilot-tested by five respondents
prior to the commencement of the study. Minor changes to the wording of the participant
information statement and questionnaire were made to ensure clarity. The web-based format was
also adjusted to ensure simplicity and completion.

Ethics

Approval was sought and given by the University of Sydney Human Research Ethics Committee
on 30 July 2008 (Ref No. 11003).

Sample

A list of potential participants was identified at a national level by investigators, based on all of the
following selection criteria:

1) Currently practicing respiratory physician, paediatrician, general practitioner, asthma
researcher, epidemiologist, asthma educator, policy maker, or representative from health
departments or relevant interest groups

2) Highly knowledgeable about some aspects of asthma and data monitoring in Australia
3) Interest in monitoring the status of asthma in Australia using indicators.

ACAM employees and members of the project steering committee were excluded from
participation in this project.

Recruitment

Potential participants were contacted and invited to participate by email. They received a
Participant Information Statement with an explanation of the Delphi survey purposes and process,
and the activities they would be asked to undertake as panellists (including the time it would take,
the number of rounds and how the information would be used). Detailed instructions on how to
complete the initial questionnaire were also provided.

The identities of the panel members were not revealed to the panellists, and participants were
reassured that their responses would be anonymous to the rest of the panel at all times. It was also
made clear that their participation was voluntary and they could withdraw at any point without
penalty. It was planned to include approximately 20 panellists.

Email addresses were obtained from an existing list of stakeholders held at ACAM. This list of
stakeholders has evolved since ACAM'’s inception in 2002. It contains an extensive list of experts
who have worked directly and indirectly with ACAM in a variety of capacities, and is regularly
maintained.



Questionnaire

A full copy of the questionnaire is provided in Appendix 1. Briefly, panellists were asked to rate
the value of each of the asthma indicators and to identify between five and ten indicators that they
recommended for retention. They were also asked to list up to three indicators they considered
could be excluded. Panellists were encouraged to provide qualitative explanations for their
rankings and selections, although these were optional. Finally, participants were given the
opportunity to suggest additional asthma indicators they believed could be important in
monitoring the status of asthma in Australia. The same questionnaire was used in the second
round of the survey, but no free text was collected.

Survey rounds

The survey was designed to include up to three rounds of testing, although only two were
conducted (see below). Those who completed the initial questionnaire were invited to participate
in the second round of the survey. In the second round, respondents were given feedback
including their own previous responses, pooled results from all respondents and anonymised
comments of other participants (see Appendix 2). Participants were asked to consider refining
their answers based on this feedback provided.

Data collection

Surveys were administered as web-based questionnaires with communication to the panellists via
email. Completed surveys were stored in a password protected database. Participants were given
two weeks to complete the initial questionnaire, and three weeks to complete the second
questionnaire in an effort to ensure a high retention rate. Non-responders received two follow-up
emails as reminders to complete the survey.

2.2 Correlation analysis

We investigated correlations among several of the asthma indicators to identify potential
redundancy. In order to investigate correlation among indicators, it is necessary to aggregate the
data for the indicator by population characteristics (age group and sex) and geographical
characteristics (socioeconomic status and remoteness of the location of residence). Indicators that
are not highly correlated with any other indicator offer independent information. On the other
hand, highly correlated indicators may indicate redundancy and there may be opportunities to cull
one of the indicators from the recommended list. Six of the 24 indicators were able to be
aggregated by age group, sex, Socio-Economic Indexes For Areas (SEIFA) (providing an indication
of socioeconomic status) and Australian Standard Geographical Classification (providing an
indication of remoteness of residence). These were:

e Ever asthma, defined as the proportion of ever having doctor diagnosed asthma per 100,000
resident population (data source: National Health Survey)

e Current asthma, defined as the proportion of people with current asthma (ever being doctor
diagnosed with asthma and still having it) per 100,000 resident population (data source:
National Health Survey)

e Asthma action plans, defined as the proportion of people with current asthma who had an
asthma action plan (data source: National Health Survey)

e Deaths (all ages and 5 to 34 years), defined as deaths with asthma listed as the underlying
cause of death (ICD-10 codes J45 and J46 ) per 100,000 resident population (data source:
National Mortality Database)



e Hospitalisations, defined as hospital separations with asthma listed as the principal cause
(ICD-10-AM codes J45 and J46) per 100,000 resident population (data source: National
Hospital Morbidity Database)

e Hospital patient days, defined as the number of patient days in hospital due to asthma per
100,000 resident population (data source: National Hospital Morbidity Database).

Data for each of the six indicators were derived from the various data sources used to monitor
these indicators on a regular basis, including the National Mortality Database, the National
Hospital Morbidity Database and the National Health Survey. Data were aggregated by sex, age
group (four levels), SEIFA (five levels) and remoteness (three levels). A correlation matrix was
constructed to examine how these indicators were correlated to each other. For the purpose of this
analysis, we defined redundancy as >80% shared variance, in other words, a correlation coefficient
>0.9.

Additionally, some subpopulation analyses were conducted if the graphical representation of the
correlation analysis indicated the possibility of another factor, such as age or sex, having an
important effect on the correlation. An investigation of the correlation between the trend in deaths
(all ages) and deaths (5 to 34 years) indicators over time was also conducted.



3 Results

3.1 Delphi survey

Respondents

Sixty-two asthma experts from different disciplines across Australia were invited by email to
participate in the Delphi survey. Thirty-two panellists (52%) completed the initial questionnaire
and 27 (84%) of these completed the second questionnaire. Among the 32 initial responders, 12
(37.5%) were women. Panellists included eight currently practicing respiratory physicians, two
paediatricians, three general practitioners, and one asthma educator. There were also asthma
researchers (12), epidemiologists (9), and several representatives from health departments (6),
Australian System for Monitoring Asthma steering committee (10), the Australian Institute of
Health and Welfare (AIHW) (2), the Cooperative Research Centre for Asthma and Airways
(Asthma CRC) (2) and Asthma Foundations around Australia (5). It should be noted that these
categories are not mutually exclusive. Each of the states and territories were represented among
the respondents.

In this report, results are presented in the same order as the questionnaire. In general, as shown in
Figures 1 and 2, responses from the second survey were consistent with the results from the initial
survey.

Question 1: Rating of asthma indicators

Respondents were asked to rate and rank current asthma indicators in terms of their value in
providing information to policy makers about the status of asthma in Australia. Figure 1 shows the
group score range (minimum and maximum score), the number of responders who ranked each
indicator at each rating, and the median rating for each indicator. It can be seen that there was a
broad range of responses, but some extremes were only rated by one respondent.

Current asthma, urgent asthma visits, deaths, hospitalisations and Emergency Department attendances
were the top five indicators rated in the initial round. These same indicators were also the ones
most strongly supported in the second round of the survey.
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Notes: These results arose from Question 1 of the Delphi survey where panellists were asked ‘Please rate each of the indicators in
terms of its value in providing information to policy makers about the status of asthma in Australia, where 1 indicates it is most
important and 5 indicates it is least important or redundant.” Indicators are listed in order from lowest to highest median (i.e. most to
least important from top to bottom). The grey boxes indicate the score range for the initial survey (n=32), and the blue boxes indicate
the range for the second survey (n=27). Numbers inside the boxes indicate the number of respondents who rated each indicator at
each score. The black vertical bar indicates the median.

Figure 1: Rating of asthma indicators in terms of their value in providing information to
policy makers about the status of asthma in Australia




Question 2: Ranking of asthma indicators for retention

Panellists were asked to select a limited number of indicators (5-10) for retention.

A sum score was calculated for both survey rounds, based on the priority level for retention given
by each respondent. A priority level of “1” was awarded 10 points, a priority level of 2" was
awarded 9 points, and so on to 1 point for priority level of “10". For each indicator, the sum score
was calculated as the sum of all priority level scores divided by the total number of respondents.

The results of the first and second round were generally consistent with each other (Figure 2).
Current asthma and deaths (all ages) were ranked as the most preferred indicators for retention in
both survey rounds. Free text answers provided by some respondents were consistent with this
ranking. For example, in relation to deaths, comments included: “sentinel event/outcome” and ‘an
important endpoint” and “death is the ultimate and unequivocal outcome and thus an excellent
indication of whether outcomes are improving or worsening’. In addition, hospitalisations, deaths (5
to 34 years) and costs of asthma were considered worthy of retention by respondents in the first
round. On the other hand, there was a substantial increase between round one and round two in
the percentage of respondents recommending inclusion for asthma control and urgent asthma visits.
This may reflect the strongly positive sentiments expressed by other respondents in the first round
and subsequently circulated with the round two survey, such as asthma control is “one of the key
ultimate outcomes we are seeking. Good control provides a clear picture of whether strategies are
working or not” and ‘has been shown to be a rigorous yet flexible measure in primary care and is
responsive to change’. In terms of urgent asthma visits, round one respondents described it as an
‘important outcome measure’ and ‘a good marker of whether asthma is well controlled’. A full list
of all the free text answers is provided in Appendix 2.

Question 3: Listing of potential asthma indicators for exclusion

Asthma Cycle of Care uptake and airway hyperresponsiveness were consistently identified as potential
indicators for exclusion during both survey rounds. Asthma Cycle of Care uptake was considered by
round one participants as ‘complex’, ‘not a great indicator of activity’ and ‘not useful to measure’
while airway hyperresponsiveness was ‘rarely tested’, “probably not feasible” and ‘difficult to measure
and thus difficult to be representative of the population’. On the other hand, there were some
alternative comments that supported the retention of these indicators. In the second round, there
was a significant increase in the number of respondents recommending exclusion for occupational
asthma, airway hyperresponsiveness and Asthma Cycle of Care uptake (Figure 2). Occupational asthma
had been described as “too specific’ and as a “subgroup of asthma’.
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Notes: For each indicator, the bar at the top represents results from the initial survey and the bar below shows results for the second survey. Retention

(question 2): Panellists were asked: ‘If we had to limit the number of asthma indicators, which ones, from the previous list of 24, would you choose to keep?
Please rank a minimum of 5 indicators, starting from the most important. You can rank up to 10 indicators that you think are important.” Dark blue shows the
percentage of responders who thought the indicator should be retained and gave it a priority level of 1-5. Light blue shows the percentage of responders
who thought the indicator should be retained and gave it a priority level of 6-10. Sample sizes were: initial survey n=30; second survey n=25. At the right of
the bars a sum score has been calculated for both survey rounds, based on priority level for retention where priority level 1 awarded 10 points, priority level
2 awarded 9 points, and so on to 1 point for priority level 10. Indicators are listed in descending order of the sum score for the second round. Exclusion
(question 3): Panellists were asked: ‘Please list up to five indicators from the previous list of 24 that you believe could be excluded from the asthma data
monitoring system.” Sample sizes were: initial survey n=27; second survey n=22. A full list of the voluntary free text answers provided as reasons for
retention or exclusion is provided in Appendix 2.

Figure 2: Asthma indicators recommended for retention and exclusion
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Question 4: Suggestions for additional asthma indicators

Seven respondents made suggestions about additional indicators for asthma monitoring or
proposed subgroup analyses (see Appendix 2 for the full list of suggestions). The two suggested
additional asthma indicators, which were circulated with the second survey round, were asthma
self-management or health knowledge and frequency of use of relievers. Figure 3 shows the rating of these
two additional indicators. Panellists agreed that the two additional indicators were important in
monitoring the status of asthma in Australia. However, they did not rate as highly as some of the
existing indicators.

Proposed indicators

Frequency of use of relievers

Asthma self-management
or health knowledge

1 2 3 B 5
Most important Least important
Rating

Notes: For the initial survey panellists were asked ‘If you have any further suggestions for indicators that you believe could be important in
monitoring the status of asthma in Australia, please list below (optional).” In the second survey panellists were asked to rate these extra
indicators: ‘Please rate each of the indicators in terms of its value in providing information to policy makers about the status of asthma in
Australia, where 1 indicates it is most important and 5 indicates it is least important or redundant.” The blue boxes indicate the score range
(n=27). Numbers inside the boxes indicate the number of respondents who rated each indicator at each score. The black vertical bar
indicates the median.

Figure 3: Rating of additional asthma indicators proposed by panellists

3.2 Correlation analysis

Whole population analysis

Using whole population analysis, prevalence of ever asthma and prevalence of current asthma were the
two indicators that were most highly correlated with each other (r=0.82) (Table 2). Hospitalisations
and hospital patient days were also highly correlated (r=0.80). Deaths due to asthma was moderately
correlated to the ever asthma indicator (r=0.48) as well as the current asthma indicator (r=0.30).
Although some correlations were relatively strong, none were greater than 0.9 in this whole
population analysis and, hence, none met the criterion for redundancy.

Table 2: Correlation matrix among the six asthma indicators

Ever asthma  Current asthma Asthma action Deaths (all ages) Hospitalisations

(1) 2) plan (3) (4) for asthma (5)
Ever asthma (1) 1.00
Current asthma (2) 0.82 1.00
Asthma action plan (3) -0.07 -0.08 1.00
Deaths (all ages) (4) 0.48 0.30 0.21 1.00
Hospitalisations (5) -0.31 -0.23 0.34 -0.22 1.00
Hospital patient days (6) 0.06 -0.06 0.33 0.39 0.80

Sources: ABS 2004-05 National Health Survey; AIHW National Mortality Database; AIHW National Hospital Morbidity Database; Australian
Bureau of Statistics
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When these correlations between indicators were presented graphically, with each point
representing a defined subgroup of the population with a specific age, sex, socioeconomic status
and remoteness, it was evident that in some cases, that subgroup analyses were appropriate (data
not shown).

Subpopulation analysis

We investigated the correlation between hospital patient days and hospital separations stratified by
broad age groups, 0-14 years, 15-34 years and 35 years and over (Figure 5). It can be seen that in
adults aged 35 years and over, the slope of the regression line is steeper than in the other two age
groups, presumably due to the narrower range of hospital separations and wider range of hospital
patient days, indicating longer length of stay. However, in children aged 0-14 years, both hospital
separations and hospital patient days covered a wide range (Figure 5). The correlation coefficient
between hospital separations and hospital patient days was very high within each age subgroup (0.972,
0.979 and 0.906 for age groups 0-14 years, 15-34 years and 35 years and over, respectively; Figure
5), while the overall correlation between these two indicators was lower (0.80; Table 2). Hence, the
two indicators, hospital patient days and hospital separations, give different information across the full
age range, even though they are highly correlated within each age group. These subgroup analyses
suggest that it is not possible to use hospital patient days or hospital separations alone as national
asthma indicators across the whole Australian population. Both give independent information and
should be monitored. On the other hand, if the data are stratified by age group, into children (age
0-14 years), young adults (age 15-34 years) and older adults (age 35 years and over), it is only
necessary to monitor either hospital patient days or hospital separations since both indicators provide
very similar information.

We found a moderate correlation between the annual rates of deaths (all ages) and deaths (5 to 34
years) (0.84) in males and females over time (data not shown). However, the correlation was not
high enough to meet our criterion for redundancy.
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4 Discussion

Asthma data monitoring provides valuable information on changes in the impact of disease at a
population level and for examining the effectiveness of health policy and management strategies
over time. Currently, there are 24 national asthma indicators that measure selected aspects of the
disease. It was believed that some of these indicators were no longer relevant or feasible; therefore
a systematic review was recommended to simplify the asthma monitoring system. In this report
we are presenting results from two independent processes: a Delphi survey and a correlation
analysis conducted in order to reassess the current indicators and to recommend a priority list of
core indicators that will provide high quality information for future asthma monitoring activities.

Asthma experts around Australia took part in a two-round Delphi survey where asthma indicators
were rated and ranked based on their value for guiding policy, prioritising strategies for effective
management and providing information about effectiveness of these strategies. The similarity
between the first and second rounds indicated that there was no need to have a third round,
therefore the research team stopped the process after the second round. The results presented
above revealed that there are some indicators preferred by the respondents and that others might
be excluded from the monitoring system.

The asthma indicators most strongly endorsed by panellists, and hence recommended by the
research team for retention, were current asthma, deaths (all ages) and hospitalisations. Free text
answers provided by some respondents supported these results. For instance, participants
declared that hospitalisations provided a ‘measure of severity” and “serious adverse event” and it
was claimed as ‘harder data’. Asthma control was also highly ranked by participants in both survey
rounds. However, there were conflicting views in regards to asthma control as it was believed it
could be “difficult to measure” and might not be “policy relevant’. This variation may reflect
varying levels of knowledge by different respondents about standardised methods for assessing
asthma control. Finally, costs of asthma was given a low priority by respondents but quite a high
preference for inclusion. Panellists commented that costs of asthma was relevant for “prioritising’
and for identifying ‘strategies to guide policy’. The research team also recommended the retention
of the following indicators: general practice encounters, asthma action plans, quality of life and preventer
use. Although these indicators did not score as highly as some of the other indicators in the sum
score for retention, few people recommended them for exclusion. For people with persistent
asthma, current guidelines recommend use of preventer medications and ownership of an asthma
action plan. Hence, the research team felt that the preventer use and asthma action plans indicators
needed to be retained. It should be noted that the Australian term “preventer’ corresponds to
medications called ‘controllers” in many other countries and clinical practice guidelines, so the
meaning of the indicator “preventer use’ should be defined in any publication accessible to an
international audience. General practice encounters enables the quantification of one of the main
health service utilisation measures for asthma. Quality of life represents an holistic outcome not
encompassed by other measures. For these reasons, general practice encounters, asthma action plans,
quality of life and preventer use were recommended as indicators to be retained in the core indicator
list.

Panellists who participated in the Delphi survey recommended the following indicators for
exclusion: individual hospitalisations, re-attendances, occupational asthma, hospital patient days, airway
hyperrresponsiveness, children residing with smokers, current wheeze, Asthma Cycle of Care uptake and
spirometry. Although most respondents agreed that these indicators should be excluded, there were
some alternative comments that advocated indicators for inclusion. For example, some panellists
commented that individual hospitalisations determined “effectiveness of asthma control and severity’
and that current wheeze was ‘needed for population prevalence’.

The whole population correlation analysis did not identify any of the six indicators assessed that
could be eliminated on the basis of redundancy. In the case of the hospital patient days and
hospitalisations indicators, the whole population results showed that the two indicators provide
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independent information, as shown by the low correlation coefficient. However, when the data
were analysed separately by broad age group (0-14 years, 15-34 years, 35 years and over), the
correlation coefficients met the criterion for redundancy and it was found that it was only
necessary to measure either hospital patient days or hospitalisations since they provide similar
information. Thus, based on the results from both the Delphi survey and the correlation analysis,
hospital patient days was added to the list of indicators recommended for exclusion.

For many of the indicators, the results of the Delphi survey provided a clear indication of whether
or not the indicator should be included or excluded from the final list. However, in some cases the
decision was not immediately apparent. In these instances, the research team steering committee
determined whether to include or exclude the indicator based on the results from the Delphi
survey and the correlation analysis (where available), as well as by drawing on knowledge gained
through monitoring the indicators in the past.

The research team proposed to exclude Emergency Department attendances because of incomplete
national coverage from existing datasets. Although urgent asthma visits is an accepted indicator at
an international level, it is not feasible for use in Australia as the urgency of visits is not able to be
assessed from currently available administrative datasets. Therefore, the research team
recommended exclusion of urgent asthma visits from the core indicator list. The exclusion of
individual hospitalisations and ever asthma was also recommended for the reasons that follow. The
research team decided to exclude individual hospitalisations from the list of recommended indicators
since there was a similar proportion of respondents in the Delphi survey that recommended
retention of the indicator as there was recommending exclusion of the indicator. Furthermore, total
hospitalisations would already provide a good indication of the burden of asthma in the health
care system, and this had already been included in the core indicator list on the basis of the Delphi
results. Ever asthma was excluded since the current asthma indicator provided similar (though not
identical) information about the diagnosis of asthma but with the added value of taking into
account recent symptoms or treatment.

Deaths (age 5 to 34 years) was included in the final indicator list. Panellists consistently rated the
indicator highly in the two rounds of the Delphi survey. Furthermore, information from the
correlation analysis indicated that it provided independent information from the deaths (all ages)
indicator. Free text answers from the Delphi survey process such as ‘simple non-controversial
indicator’ and ‘deaths among young people for whom the asthma diagnosis is reasonably clear’
also supported the inclusion of the deaths (5 to 34 years) indicator.

Smoking was identified as ‘one public health factor proven to reduce the frequency and severity of
asthma’ but was seen as “a separate issue’ by other respondents. Hospital re-admissions was declared
as ‘an indication of potential for improvement in delivery of care” and a ‘measure of quality of
hospital and GP care’. However, there was no final agreement about these two indicators.

The process of the Delphi survey also gained information on additional indicators that panellists
felt had been excluded from the initial set of 24 asthma indicators. Relevant experts suggested that
it may be important to monitor reliever use and asthma knowledge and panellists agreed that these
were quite important asthma indicators in terms of their value in providing information to policy
makers about the status of asthma in Australia.

While the aim of these analyses was to recommend a short list of core asthma indicators, it should
be noted that monitoring some of the other indicators at a population level and in smaller areas
should still be conducted where relevant and necessary. Furthermore, some of those
recommended for exclusion from the core indicator list may still be useful for monitoring the
outcomes of specific interventions that target these indicators. The list of core asthma indicators
has been formulated on the basis of the analyses described in this report as a guide for indicators
which will provide the most important information about asthma at a national level. The list is
intended as an indication of the key areas that should be monitored if limited resources were
available and a snapshot of the national burden of asthma was required. It may be necessary to
further refine this list in the future, or to add new asthma indicators as the need arises.
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5 Conclusions

Based on the outcome of the Delphi survey and the correlation analysis reported here we
recommend that the following be retained as core asthma indicators:

1) prevalence of current asthma
2) deaths (all ages)

3) deaths (5 to 34 years)

4) hospitalisations

5) asthma control

6) general practice encounters
7) asthma action plans

8) quality of life

9) preventer use

10) costs of asthma.

On the basis of the same analyses, we recommend that the following be deleted from the core
asthma indicator list:

1) individual hospitalisations

2) re-attendances

3) occupational asthma

4) hospital patient days

5) airway hyperresponsiveness

6) children residing with smokers
7) current wheeze

8) Asthma Cycle of Care uptake
9) spirometry

10) Emergency Department attendances
11) urgent asthma visits

12) ever asthma.

Several of the indicators recommended for exclusion from the core indicator list should still be
monitored at a population level and in smaller areas when the need arises. For example,
monitoring these indicators may still be useful for assessing the effectiveness of specific
interventions that target these indicators.

Finally, we could not reach any conclusions about the following indicators on the basis of these
data:

1) smoking

2) hospital re-admissions.

16



Appendix 1: The Delphi survey initial
questionnaire

Refining asthma indicators: Delphi survey

Initial questionnaire

Thank you for agreeing to participate in this Delphi survey on the priorities of national indicators
for asthma data monitoring in Australia. The survey forms part of a review of asthma indicators
used in national monitoring that is being carried out by the Australian Centre for Asthma
Monitoring.

This questionnaire round is the first of up to three rounds of the survey. Please try to answer all
questions, even though we do not expect you to have in depth knowledge of all of them. You will
have the opportunity to revise your answers with subsequent rounds of the survey.

In these surveys, you will be asked to develop priorities among the current national asthma
indicators. Most of the questions can be answered with only a single selection. Where appropriate,
a space is also provided for you to comment on the underlying reasons for your responses.

e In formulating your responses, you are not expected to assess the feasibility or cost of data
collection for the indicators.

Once we have received responses from all panellists, we will collate and summarise the findings
and formulate the second questionnaire. You should receive this in the next month.

We assure you that your participation in the survey and your individual responses will be strictly

confidential to the research team and will not be divulged to any outside party, including other
panellists.

Username (email address)

Password (pre-registered): ..........................
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Below, is a list of asthma indicators currently used to monitor asthma in Australia. Please
rate each of the indicators in terms of its value in providing information to policy makers
about the status of asthma in Australia, where 1 indicates it is most important and 5 indicates

it is least important or redundant.

The following questions might be helpful in guiding your assessment of the value of each

indicator:

e Is the indicator useful for guiding policy that aims to reduce the burden of asthma?
e Is the indicator helpful in prioritising strategies for the effective management of

asthma?

e Does the indicator provide information about whether the policies to manage

asthma are working?

In formulating your responses, you are not expected to assess the feasibility or cost of
monitoring the indicators.

INDICATOR NAME AND DESCRIPTION

Rating (1=most important-
5=least important)

1 2 3 4 5

Ever asthma: Reporting ever having doctor-diagnosed asthma

Current asthma: Reporting doctor-diagnosed asthma plus symptoms
of or treatment for asthma in the last 12 months

Current wheeze: Reporting wheeze in the preceding 12 months

Airway hyperresponsiveness: Proportion of the population who are
diagnosed with airway hyperressponsiveness

Deaths (all ages): Deaths due to asthma in the population

Deaths (age 5 to 34 years): Deaths due to asthma among people
aged 5 to 34 years

Hospitalisations: Episodes of hospitalisation for asthma

Hospital days: Patient days (or “bed days”) in hospital for asthma

Individual hospitalisations: People hospitalised for asthma

10

Hospital re-admissions: Re-admissions to hospital for asthma within
28 days of a previous admission for asthma

11

Emergency department attendances: Attendances at emergency
departments in the population for asthma each year

12

Re-attendances: Re-attendance at either hospital or an emergency
department for asthma within 28 days of a previous attendance for
asthma

13

General practice encounters: General Practice encounters for
asthma

14

Urgent asthma visits: Total healthcare visits (hospital, emergency
department and general practice) for asthma exacerbations or
worsening asthma

15

Cycle of Care uptake: Asthma Cycle of Care (formerly Asthma 3+
Visit Plan) Practitioner Incentive Program payments

16

Asthma action plans: People with asthma who have a written asthma
action plan

17

Preventer use: People with asthma who use preventers (inhaled
corticosteroids, leukotriene receptor antagonists or similar drugs)
regularly

18



INDICATOR NAME AND DESCRIPTION

Rating (1=most important-

5=least important)

1 2 3 4
18 Quality of life: People with asthma who report poor health-related
quality of life
19 Smoking: Current smoking among people with asthma
20 Children residing with smokers: Smoking in households where
children with asthma reside
21  Spirometry: People with asthma who have had spirometry within the

last 12 months

Asthma control: A composite indicator developed from measures of
symptoms and medication use to impute the proportion of people with
asthma who have poor clinical control

Occupational asthma: Asthma caused by occupational exposure

Costs of asthma: An index derived from expenditure and burden of
disease data to examine the costs of asthma to individuals

2. If we had to limit the number of asthma indicators, which ones, from the previous list of
24, would you choose to keep? Please rank a minimum of 5 indicators, starting from the
most important. You can rank up 10 indicators that you think are important.

In making your decisions, please consider the guidelines provided in question 1:
e Is the indicator useful for guiding policy that aims to reduce the burden of asthma?
e s the indicator helpful in prioritising strategies for the effective management of
asthma?
e  Does the indicator provide information about whether the policies to manage
asthma are working?

A space is provided for you to briefly explain the reason for your ranking if you wish. This additional
information is optional, and could help us understand the reasons some indicators are valued over
others

1. Indicator (drop down menu)...............ceevenenenen

Reason:

2. Indicator (drop down menu)..........c.ccoeveininnin.

Reason:

3. Indicator (drop down menu)......................c.ee.

Reason:
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4. Indicator (drop downmenu)..................coeeene.

Reason:

5. Indicator (drop down menu)..............ccoceunenen.

Reason:

6. Indicator (drop down menu)...............c.oeeenen.

Reason:

7. Indicator (drop down menu)..............c.ccoeenennnn.

Reason:

8. Indicator (drop down menu)............ccoeveiiinninn

Reason:

9. Indicator (drop down menu)...............cceeennnin.

Reason:

10. Indicator (drop down menu).............cocveuennnnenn

Reason:

Please list up to five indicators from the previous list of 24 that you believe could be
excluded from the asthma data monitoring system.
Once again, in making your decisions, please consider the guidelines provided in question
1:
e Is the indicator useful for guiding policy that aims to reduce the burden of asthma?
e Is the indicator helpful in prioritising strategies for the effective management of
asthma?
e Does the indicator provide information about whether the policies to manage
asthma are working?

1. Indicator (drop down menu).................ceenennnn

Reason:
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2. Indicator (drop down menu)...................ceenen.

Reason:

3. Indicator (drop down menu)........................ ,

Reason:

4. Indicator (drop down menu)........................ ,

Reason:

5. Indicator (drop down menu)........................ ,

Reason:

4. If you have any further suggestions for indicators that you believe could be important in
monitoring the status of asthma in Australia, please list below (optional):
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Appendix 2: Sample of results and feedback
from round one circulated to respondents in
round two of the Delphi survey

Refining Asthma Indicators: Delphi survey
Initial survey results and

Invitation to complete second survey

Thanks for your responses to the first phase of the Delphi process. The process is designed, over
two or three phases, to develop a consensus among the participants about the asthma indicators
we should continue to use. With this in mind we now present you the summarised results from all
32 respondents to the first round of the survey, together with a reminder of your own responses.
We have also included the free-text comments made by respondents to explain their rankings.
Taking the responses from the first round into account, please review the material below and

respond again to the questions in the Delphi survey.

After you have read the results from the first round, please follow the link to complete the second

round of the short, secure, web-based questionnaire. Please consider whether, in the light of your

colleagues’ responses, you would like to alter your answers.

Remember that your responses are strictly confidential to the research team and that your
participation in this project is entirely voluntary. However, we would like to stress the importance
of having everyone who responded to the first round to complete the remaining couple of rounds,

when agreement and consistency in regards to redefining the asthma indicators is being sought.
Please find the link and instructions for the second survey at the end of this document (App’x 2).

If, at any time, you would like to discuss the Delphi survey or the review of Australian asthma
indicators, please do not hesitate to contact Leanne Poulos, Acting Project Manager, Australian

Centre for Asthma Monitoring on (02) 9114 0467 (telephone) or Imp@woolcock.org.au (email).

Further information about the study is available at
http:/ /www.asthmamonitoring.org/PDF/Delphi%20Project %200utline.pdf

If you would like to raise any concern or complaints regarding this study, please contact the
Senior Ethics Officer, Ethics Administration, University of Sydney, (02) 9515 4811 (telephone);
(02) 9351 6706 (facsimile) or gbriody@usyd.edu.au (email).
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RESULTS FROM ROUND 1-Question 1. You were asked “Please rate each of the indicators in
terms of its value in providing information to policy makers about the status of asthma in
Australia, where 1 indicates it is most important and 5 indicates it is least important or
redundant.”

Responses from the 32 participants are shown in Figure 1

Figure 1. Rating of Asthma Indicators.

Indicators are listed in order from lowest to highest median (i.e. most to least important). The blue boxes indicate the

group score range (minimum and maximum score), (I) indicates the median and (® ) indicate your individual
responses

Asthma indicators Most important Least important
(See Appendix 1 for description) 1 2 3 4 5

Current asthma
Deaths (all ages)
Deaths (5 to 34 years)
Hospitalisations

ED attendances
Urgent asthma visits
Re-attendances
Hospital re-admissions
Costs of asthma

Individual hospitalisations

Spirometry

Hospital days

Asthma action plans

Quality of life

Smoking

Children residing with smokers
Asthma control

Occupational asthma

General practice encounters

Preventer use

Ever asthma
Current wheeze
Airway hyperresponsiveness

Asthma Cycle of Care uptake
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RESULTS FROM ROUND 1-Question 2. You were asked: “If we had to limit the number of
asthma indicators, which ones, from the previous list of 24, would you choose to keep? Please rank
a minimum of 5 indicators, starting from the most important. You can rank up to 10 indicators that
you think are important”. The results from 30 responders are shown in Figure 2 and Table 1

Figure 2. Asthma indicators to be kept.

For each indicator, the bar shows the percentage of respondents who recommended that the indicator should be retained.
The indicators are listed in order of the percentage of respondents recommending retention. Dark green shows the
percentage of respondents who thought the indicator should be retained and gave it a priority level of 1-5, and light
green shows the percentage of respondents who thought the indicator should be retained and gave it a priority level of
6-10. Next to this, the median ranking that these respondents gave each indicator for its priority to be retained is
provided, as well as your own ranking.
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(See Appendix 1 for description) 1 ) | . | priority résponse
Current asthma 1 2

—O

Hospitalisations

Costs of asthma ]

Deaths (all ages)

ED attendances

O 0w N A
'S

Asthma action plans

f=
-

Ever asthma

Asthma control

Quality of life

Deaths (age 5-34 years)

General practice encounters

Preventer use

Urgent asthma visits

Hospital re-admissions
Occupational asthma | 1

Hospital days

Airway hyperresponsiveness

Re-attendances

w

Current wheeze

Individual hospitalisations

w

Spirometry
Asthma Cycle of Care uptake 10

Smoking

O R WO W NN WO N e ;g N W oo A
(3]

w

Children residing with smokers

| ' I [ [ I
20 40 60 80 100

% recommending retention

o —

24



G¢

Sjuswwod ON

(G) uoissiwwo) Aiejes pue [end pue MIHY Yum parsabbns
Apealle si siy) a1ed Jo ssad0.d a1 ainseaw paalbe [euoneu e pasu am ing "ynouia,

(5).MoJj04 A2} JaYylaym pue Yim Jaquinu syl 1s8) am ued “Juepodwi i adualaype Jo
uonsanb ayl, (g).Abarens uswabeuew jueuodwi, (¥7)./01U09 % uonuanald, (£).paseq
92UapIAS SI Tey) Abaresss Juswabeuew jjas e si siyl, (g€).saibarens ayy asnuoud

pIno?D ‘sauliapinb [ealuld 01 uoirejal Ul pareneAs aq ued eyl aonoeid ayy sainmdes 1,

sue|d
uonoe ewylsy

(g).AnoIneyaq JUsWIeaN

‘ Saduepuane
(5).J011U0D JO SSO| JO BINSEAN, (). UONIPUOI ewiyise 1o Alianas ewyise 109jal Aey,  (¢7). Aunwwod wEmhoh 1500 ybiy osje w_ms pusn
8} JO 1509 |[elano ay) Buissasse ul pue ‘Alunwwod sy} ul ewylse Buissaippe SPadU pUE [011U0D JO INO S Jey) BWILISE JO J0TedIpul Uy, (7),80esn ared wjeay Jofep,, a3
1e Buiop a1,9Mm |[@m MOY JO ainseaw juenodwi Ue S| S82IN0Sal aled yijeay Jo asn (7). 0SB8SIp 83U} J0 UBPINg Jo} Jaxrew [eanu), (£).(+++ Bunrem) uaned ay) o} uaping
ay) inoge uonewuojul, (9).(ea160j023) |9A3] AHUNWWOI e |0JJU0D BWYISe JO aINseaw v, Jofew v, (g).uejd uonoe 01 aduaiaype (q 1o |013U09 Jo Aoenbape (e Jayie ayedipul Ae,
(5).paruesrem si uonebnsanul
Jayiaym pue anrews|qolid aq 0} sreadde siyr dnoif abe yaiym ui |011u0d ewyise
10 SsauaAndaye aulwiaiap Buidiay ul Ingasn si onsiels siyl, (v).em se dnoib abe g
- G SJI9A0D pue uolewloul pual) Jueuodwy, (g).'sdnoibgns abe ssasse ue), (g).Ao10d Awmmm __mv
al1juawssasse Buo| al [eioni), (g). 0edwi burensuowsaq, (g)..8woaino jeuly jueuodwy,
(2).Julodpus Juenodwi uy, (Z).2WO021N0AUBAS |[aUnUaS, (Z).Buluasiom lo Buinoidwi are syresad
SaWO09IN0 JBYIBYM JO UOITRIIpUI JUS||99X3 Ue SNy} pue awo9Ino [eaoAinbaun pue ayewnn
(9),sa1B6arens snoLeA 01 asuodsal ul |[e} 01 UMOYS Uda( Os|e sey 3y sl yreaq "uonewuoul [eaibojoiwapida euswepund, (T).ewyise se yons swajqoid
1| "P3||0UO0I [|]9M 10U SI BLUYISE JI }NSaJ Y1 S3JI0jUIB] pue awalixa pue a|jgenjeA si siyl,, Buissaippe ul asuas Aaljod e ul Buiop a1,8Mm [[@M MOY JO ainseaw e S| Aliferow [[eJanQ,
(6).s2nuoud Aarjod Buiysigelsa
ul J03oe) uenodwi ue s11s0), (6).J01ea1pul Aoijod Juenodw, (6).SaAReRIUI MBU JO anjeA euwylse
abpnl 01 pue 1oedw d1Wou023, (g8).uonde Bumab ul anfea eomjod Buons, (2).Bupiom (g).Afa110d apinb 0y saifiaresis ay) Ayiuspl Ued SIS0 JUBIBYIP JO UMOpPeaIq JO S1S0D
10U Inqg 8|ge|reAe Loddns pue sadlnas ‘wajqosd Yeay algnd abie| v, (9).saseasip a3yl "Alunwwod ay) 0] 109 | Jano ay) saimded 3y, (g).buisnuoud 104, (£).SUold
13y10 Jo 1502 8y} 03 uosiedwod ul Ajuo Ing ‘uaping ay) Buissasse u nyasn si sIyl, pue saibarens bundalip ul (nyasn A1aA uaping ay} jo dn yeaiq ayi jo Buipuelsiapun,,
(G).uonmpuod 8y} JO 150 |[eIBN0
ay) Buissasse ul pue ‘Alunwiwod ay} ul ewyise Buissaippe 1e Buiop a4,am ||[om Moy Jo
ainseaw juepoduwl Ue S| S92IN0SaJ 848 Yeay Jo asn syl Inoge uonewsoul],, () uana
aslanpe snouas, (v).Sdo Ag aled Jo pue AIaAaS Jo ainsea, (v).erep JapieH, suoli
(¢).806esn ares yyeay Jole, (£).Iuswabeurew Jo SSBUBANIBYS pue uaping ul spuail, -mm__mu_QwOI
(1).ABarens aino (z).9Se8SIp J0 UBPING BY) Ul UOIONPaI BY) SSASSe 0] Jojedlpul poob e urebe aduo pue
JO SSBUBANDaY8 pue AlUNWWOD 8y} Ul BWYISE JO uaping Buiuiwialap ul onsnels Alpigiow | aseasip ayl Jo pua alanas ayl sainided 3y, (z).j0uo09 Alunwwod jo xapuy, (T).swelboid
Ind@sn,, (9).Areuoibas asn ag p|nNoa - suoissiwpe ajgeploAe 1e Bujoo| a4 jueuodwy, | 10 SSBUBANIBYS JO daANd3|Jal A|gissod pue (abesn dsoy pue A1l1I8ASS) uaping Jo aInNSeaN,,
rwyise
(0T).uomeindod ayp uo edwi BU3 JO JUBIXI, (v) ;ewyise suinuab um Aoeinaoe sanoidu, jus.ung
Joyeaipul

01— 9 Bupjuey

"S]axov4q Ul U218 S1 SUIUDL AYJ “FUILUL00 1ova JO pUa ayj 3 (01-9 PUD G-T) SULIN]0D T OFUl Pay1ssulo S1 SULYUDY "UDIPauL §5aY 31y aifj 07 1SamO] aifj W0 4ap0 Ul Pajsl] a4V SL0JVIIPUT

*s10jedIpul euryisy Surdasd] 10J suoseay] ‘I d[qel




9¢

suolssiwpe
(0T).S924n0Sal 0 suawaroidwl _aJ reudso
Jayuny 1oy paau ay) pue salfialelis eWYISe 1USLINI JO SSBUSAIIISYS Saulwlalap ureby,, (g).21e3 49 pue eudsoy jo Aljenb e H
(9).J013U02 10y Ax0ld pue ased Jo AlaAlap ul Juawanoidwi 1oy [enualod Jo uoniedIpul SBAID), Jo ainsea|n, (T)Juaned Joj juaiuaauodul A1aA % ApsoD= sieudsoH yum op o1 buiyifuy,,
(g).uaping ANunwwod sainde),,
(5).susin a3 yum Buoje j0u09 jo dinseaw awos, (G)uejd uonoe 0} sdualaype <q S1ISIA

(1).8re2 [e20] JUaLIND pue "*luswaleuew al [nyBsN,,

10 |03U09 Jo Aoenbape (e Jayus arealpul Ae, (€).' aABY oym asoy) Buowe pajjosjuod
-|I9M SI BWYISE JaYIayM JO JasJew pood e si siyl pue ‘aseasip 21uoJyd pue ainde ue
sl ewyisy, (z).salpnis Joj pasn Ajjelauab (suonegiadexa) ainseaw awo2ino jueuoduwy,

euwyise wabin

(6).£119n8s eWYISE S uaned jJo
JUBWISSASSE S,10J00p JO J0TedIpUl 1981IpU| "S|9AS| JUSWIEa} JO aInseaw awos,, (/)./0uo0d
ewIYISe YIM a1eaulod (I, (9).S1oene Bunuaaaid jo 108dsoid pue aled jjas sajealpul,

(g). uonuaniaiul jo Alend, (g).ssauanndaya ABajens |o1uo9 Jo xapul, (z)JJuswabeuew
rewndo jo ued A8y ‘[041U02 BWYISE JO |9A8] yum Jayiabol inpybisul A1ap,

9sn JUaluanald

(8).A8A119p 921AI8S pue adudjeAald aseasip J1uoIyd yum Bupjul

Alrenjuana pue Buiuue|d Joj pasn ag p|nod 'aled 4o al auljdsed pasaN, (8),Uonpuod ayl S18)UNOdUS
0 1509 |[eJaA0 ay) Buissasse Ul pue ‘AJunwiwod ay) ul ewyise Buissalppe e Bulop al,om aonoe.d
[l2M Moy Jo ainseaw uepodwi ue S| S82In0sal aJed Yieay Jo asn ay) Inoge uoirewloyul,, EED)
(9).AlonIsuayaidwod aiow SSasse 0} a|genjeAul ag pINoAA "elep ala|dwooul A|snoinaid,, (#).N¥H uo uaping, (z).wajqoid jo azis ayouap sdjaH,,
(stealk
(G).Jonaue ayewnin, (z).ewuyise Buissaippe ul asuas Aaljod e ul Buiop alam
|loM MOY JO aInSeal Ja1es|d UdAS Ue S| Jes|d Ajgeuoseal S| sisoubelp ewyise ay) woym € 01 G abe)
(9),1013u09 JapuUN eWUYISE Buldasy ul aAROdYD 1o} ajdoad BunoA Buowre syreaq, (z).UORedNIdA 10} PaauU Ou ‘10Jedipul [eISISA0IU0D
aJe salfajel)s eWyISe JUaLIND Jay1aym Buluiwialep ul jnjdjay A1an sonsiels Alfelo,, -uou ajdwis, (z).Juswieas Jo SSaUSAIDBYS pue UspINg Ul SpUaL) al swiojul, Syread
(S)snyels uiesy [esdno,, (v).ans
aied e 1e paonpal s| uaping Jayiaym Je Buoo| uUaym palapisuod ag pinoys Yaiym ajIl Jo Anfend
(0T).ewyise se Yyons suonipuod 0} 10adsal YlIMm auanialul aAnoadsiad Anunwwod woly ueuodwi st reym sainded 1, (z).Juained ay 0} Juenoduwl : :
0] ‘MOY pue ‘Jayiaym Jo 1uswssasse Aaljod ay) ol spasy a4l jo Alpenb uo uonewloul, sireym si siyl, (T).0An0adsiad Jswinsuodpuaired ul SN0} pasealoul Ue Moje |[IM,
(#).S10109s 212 Yljeay |je ssoior pasn ag pjnoys ‘uawaleuew juslxs urenas
B 0] pue |04]U092 JO uonealpul, (¥).06euew ajdoad Buidjay ui [jom Buiop am ale slamsuy,
(p). ewyise Jo usping arewnsa 0} pasn ag ued pue alreuuonsanb Ag paurelqo aq ue),
(v).pa1061€) 1043195
9( 01 SPaau |0J1U0J 3IBYM MOYS S101de} [013U02 d19ads alol, (T).Jenag s1eb ewyisy

(0T).AQu8A8S BWUISE JO J01RDIPU|,

waned Jl ainseaw ued "a°I abueyd 0] anisuodsal s pue aJed Alewnd ul ainseaw a|qIxal}
194 snoJobu e aq 01 umoys uaaq seH, (T).Jou Jo Bunjiom are salbarells Jayloym Jo
aimoid Jeajd sapiroid [011U0D POOS “BuBaS a1e BM SBWO0IN0 drewn|n A3y ay Jo auQ,,

(9).eWYISE 1UB1IND Y)IM patedwod usym
|013u0d ewyise Buissasse Ul 1sisse 0} apinb ybnou si 3| “luenodwi ||ns INg anjeA paywi| 4O,

0T— 9 Bunjuey

(t).(esuas Aaijod e ul) suaniaiul

01 Jayraym Buiprebal Buppew-uoisioap Ino 03 Indul [e19NI9 e S| Blep adusenald, (2)

. 9ouaenald Buibueys Buissasse loj ajgenjeA os A|pareadal pasn "selq |[edal 0] 193lgns
‘gouafenald anneinwng, (1).ewylse pey Buiney Jans jo AI01SIH, (T).0WN JISAO Spual}
‘suosuredwod Anunod uajuy, (T).0uibueyd si i Jayiaym pue AJunwwiod ay) ul aseasip

Jo uapinqg aulwialap 01 sasodind [eansness 1o} aney 01 |njasn, (T).82usrenaid uonendod
10} papaaN, (T).Sonewylse awos ul ajl] ynpe ul sabiawa-al ewyise se jueuoduw|,

ewyise 1ang

loyeolpu|




LC

Siayows
yum Buipisal
SjUSWIWOd ON (G).9ows 0990} 0] pasodxa ag PINOYS BWYISE YIM P|IYd ON,, usJpiiyo
(7). ewyise jo Aanas 7 Aouanbalj ay) aonpal 01 uanoid 6
upjows
SUBWIWOI ON J1019®} yireay algnd auo ays si Bupjows jo j0u0), (£).S1Yr Inoge Buiyiswos op ue),, :
aeldn

(0T).29n004d ANUNWWOI 1S8q Jo} AX0Id,,

(g) .o1e9 Jo Anuenb pue Ayjenb jo Joyeolpul,

ale)d Jo 919AD

(1).s1soubelp 7 juswabeuew
ewyise Jo plepuels p|o9, (9).891n0e1d [ealuld poob pue uonesnuenb loy juenoduwy,

(p).S1soubelp fenualaylp al Dd ur Aynoyq,

Answounds

(). M1an8S

suonesijendsoy

(). ewyISe J0 A1IBASS pue |0J1U0I BWYISE JO SSBUBAIDBYS Sauluaad, | Aq s1so9 Joj sarewnnsa [e2160]029 a|qeljal anib ue), (z).uosuedwod Buiobuo oy Jaquinp,, e
(&).Sanunwwod d1uyla pue snouabipu| ul JN220 Aew SIY| "ewyise yum pasoubelp azaaym
udag J0u oym Ing azaaym e aney Aayl reyl wodais oym sidoad jo Jaquinu ay) Buirewnsa n
SjUBLILLIOD ON ul sisiIssy, (g).99uaeaald uonendod 1o} papasN, (z).ouoid 10118 Ing - 9jdwis,, juanny
(2)uompuod ayy
10 1S09 [[elan0 ay} Buissasse ul pue ‘Alunwiwod ayl ul ewyise Buissalppe Je Bulop a1,9m Ssaduepuane
|]om Moy Jo ainseaw juenodwi ue SI S82IN0Sal dJed Yjeay Jo asn ayl Inoge uonewloul, ().ewipse 3]
(1).Buniom J0u Inq ajgereAe oddns pue sadialas ‘wajqoid yieay algnd abie| v, alanas aney oym asoy) Bundaoxa ‘Bunjiom jou salbales 1eyl Jo1eolpul Jes|),,
SSOUBDA
IsuodsaliadAH
(¥7).21Mn} 8y} Ul 8soy} pue palinbal sa21nosal Jualind Buirewnsa K
(/).SIsoubelp 7 Juswabeuew ewyise jJo pJepuels p|oo),, eMIY

ul |nJasn sI pue ewYISe Jo sisoubelp swuyuo), (£).sisoubelp fenuaiayip 0l piy,

(8)endsoy ui Aeis jo yibua| abesane
Buipnjoul sa21AI8s Yifeay uo suonesifendsoy ewyise jo 1oedwi Buiuiwisiap ul jnjasn,,

(g).f119n8s Joj Axoud pue aseasip Jo uaping
10 9SUdS SaNID),, (2).]0U02 Jo Aoenbape % ewyise Jo AILIBASS 8y} Jo 10Jedipul Po0o),

sAep |elndsoH

(01).819€1uan8a1d Ajlenusiod,

(p).20v|d)10M UI 13} AjoBue| osfe Alanonpoid

‘WiSI9IUasSye JO SWIa) Ul uaping "ewyise Bunusaaid jo swia) ul eare snooj dibarens

© 9q pjnoys ‘weaniubis §|, (8).ewyise Jo usping [e10] Ul BWYISE parejal ade|d-}lom

Jo 10edwi ay} Jo ainseaw awos pasp, (/).uonde olgnd asiueaeb sdjay osfe-ewyise

10 asned ajgeiuanald AjybiH, (9)Juanaid pue pueisiapun Janag 0} pasu [eal e sl alayl,

0T— 9 Bunjuey

Sluswwod ON

rwiyise
leuonednaoQ

loyealpu|




RESULTS FROM ROUND 1-Q3. You were asked “Please list up to five indicators from the previous list
of 24 that you believe could be excluded from the asthma data monitoring system.”

The answers from 27 respondents are shown in Figure 3 and Table 2

Figure 3. Potential Asthma Indicators to be excluded.

For each indicator, the bar shows the percentage of respondents who thought that the indicator should be excluded. The
indicators are listed in order of the percentage of respondents recommending exclusion, i.e. the indicators at the top of the
figure were the ones that most respondents considered should be excluded. Next to the bar is the median ranking that these
respondents gave for exclusion of each indicator, as well as your own ranking (1= most strongly recommended for
exclusion; 3=least strongly recommended for exclusion).

Asthma indicators . 10% recomr;:nding ex;(ljusion 20 - ﬁ;t:;zn Vo
(See Appendix 1 for description) | , | . | i | , | ; priority [response
Airway hyperresponsiveness 1 1
Asthma Cycle of Care 1.5

Current wheeze 2
Hospital days 25
Occupational asthma 1:5
Ever asthma 2
General practice encounters 3
Smoking 2
Re-attendances 2
Spirometry 25
Deaths (age 5-34 years) 2
Asthma action plans 3
Asthma control 2 2
Deaths (all ages) 2:5
Quality of life 3
Children residing with smokers 1.5
Individual hospitalisations 3 3
Hospital re-admissions 3
ED attendance 2.5
Preventer use 1
Urgent asthma visits 2
Costs of asthma 0
Current asthma 0
Hospitalisations 0
0 1I0 2|0 3|0 4IO 50

% recommending exclusion
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RESULTS FROM ROUND 1-Q4. You were asked “If you have any further suggestions for
indicators that you believe could be important in monitoring the status of asthma in
Australia, please list below (optional)”

Please find below the comments some panellists made in regards to other potential
additional asthma indicators.

“Difficult, probably impossible to measure, but it would be nice to present the number of people
exposed to various levels of air pollutants known to be associated with acute asthma exacerbations
and/or development of asthma”

“In considering the various primary, secondary and tertiary prevention intervention options which
would in 2008 -2012 make a real difference to burden, effectiveness and management change, it is hard
to know whether self management or even health knowledge/literacy indicators would be useful. I
presume that for the foreseeable future it is what the person at risk or with the disorder does that will
make a difference rather than what the provider does”

“Perceived control of asthma by the patient? Asthma knowledge?”

“One of the already available indicators that could be collated may be the ambulance management and
transport time policy and to see whether there is consistency nationally i.e. what % of the states meet
certain key criteria such as asthma being priority 1 rating and a transport time of say < 10mins t
hospital for severe asthma”

“Ethnicity and Aboriginal sub classification”

“Prevalence of atopy”

“It is crucial that ACAM define in the next period what are useful indicators for quality and safety
measurement at a State and regional level. It is important that AHIW and Qual and Safety
Commission also agree, they should also be able to be used across all sectors including public and
private”

“Frequency of use of relievers”
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Appendix 1. Asthma Indicators: Name and description

10

11

12

13
14

15

16

17

18
19
20

21

22

23
24

ASTHMA INDICATORS
Ever asthma: Reporting ever having doctor-diagnosed asthma

Current asthma: Reporting doctor-diagnosed asthma plus symptoms of or
treatment for asthma in the last 12 months

Current wheeze: Reporting wheeze in the preceding 12 months

Airway hyperresponsiveness: Proportion of the population who are
diagnosed with airway hyperressponsiveness

Deaths (all ages): Deaths due to asthma in the population

Deaths (age 5 to 34 years): Deaths due to asthma among people aged 5 to 34
years

Hospitalisations: Episodes of hospitalisation for asthma
Hospital days: Patient days (or “bed days”) in hospital for asthma
Individual hospitalisations: People hospitalised for asthma

Hospital re-admissions: re-admissions to hospital for asthma within 28 days
of a previous admission for asthma

Emergency department attendances: attendances at emergency
departments in the population for asthma each year

Re-attendances: Re-attendance at either hospital or an emergency
department for asthma within 28 days of a previous attendance for asthma

General practice encounters: General Practice encounters for asthma

Urgent asthma visits: Total healthcare visits (hospital, emergency department
and general practice) for asthma exacerbations or worsening asthma

Cycle of Care uptake: Asthma Cycle of Care (formerly Asthma 3+ Visit Plan)
Practitioner Incentive Program payments

Asthma action plans: People with asthma who have a written asthma action
plan

Preventer use: People with asthma who use preventers (inhaled
corticosteroids, leukotriene receptor antagonists or similar drugs) regularly

Quiality of life: People with asthma who report poor health-related quality of life
Smoking: Current smoking among people with asthma

Children residing with smokers: Smoking in households where children with
asthma reside

Spirometry: People with asthma who have had spirometry within the last 12
months

Asthma control: A composite indicator developed from measures of symptoms
and medication use to impute the proportion of people with asthma who have
poor clinical control

Occupational asthma: Asthma caused by occupational exposure

Costs of asthma: An index derived from expenditure and burden of disease
data to examine the costs of asthma to individuals
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Appendix 2. Log-in instructions ACAM Delphi Second Survey

Log-in instructions

Link to Delphi survey

Click here or paste the following link into your browser:

http://129.78.134.50/delphi/applications/woolcock/delphi 2/index.htm

Two steps for accessing the survey

1. After following the link, enter the secure site using:

Username: delphi

Password: survey

Please note, username and password are case sensitive

2. Log into the survey, using your registered username and password:

Username: joebloggs@hotmail.com

Password: health

These same details will also be used in subsequent rounds of the survey
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Abbreviations

ACAM
AITHW
ASMA
CRC
ED

GP
SEIFA

Australian Centre for Asthma Monitoring
Australian Institute of Health and Welfare
Australian System for Monitoring Asthma
Cooperative Research Centres

Emergency Department

General Practitioner

Socio-Economic Indexes for Areas
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