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Abstract

Introduction. The main task of this study was to study the level of knowledge of the Ukrainian patient
about chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), and the factors that cause and affect this
indicator, with the help of a validated instrument. Methods. 41 patients were involved in the study.
Socio-demographic data, information on the duration, course of the disease and cooperation with a
physical therapist were collected. Anthropometric measurements, spirometry, pulse oximetry,
tonometry were performed. Patients were surveyed with Modified Medical Research Council Dyspnea
Scale, Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale, Clinical COPD Questionnaire score, and Bristol COPD
Knowledge Questionnaire (BCKQ). Bristol COPD Knowledge Questionnaire was translated, cross-
culturally adapted and validated. Regression analysis was performed to determine relationships
between the level of knowledge about the disease, socio-demographic data, indicators of respiratory
system functional status, and survey data. Results. The average total score for BCKQ was 24.71+9.62
points. Patients gave the least number of correct answers to the question related to medical treatment.
The level of knowledge depends on the factors such as age ($=-0.557; 95% CI: -1.041-0.086, p=0.086),
duration of the disease (B=-0.114; 95% CI: -0.077-0.055, p=0.048), respiratory ratings, functional
limitations, and own psychosocial dysfunction according to the CCQ scale (8 =-0.506; 95% CI: -0.007-
0.752, p=0.053), and the HADS depression score (8 =-0.655; 95% CI: -4.257- -0.085, p=0.043).
Conclusion. The level of knowledge of Ukrainian patients about COPD is low. More experience of the
disease did not affect the increase in the level of knowledge. Older patients had a lower level of
knowledge about their disease. Impact of body mass index, spirometry results, level of severity of
shortness of breath, and symptoms of the disease on the level of knowledge was not revealed.
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INTRODUCTION

Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) remains a major cause of death in many
countries of the world. Encouragingly, the definition of COPD in the latest review of the Global
Initiative for Chronic Obstructive Lung Disease (GOLD) indicates that the disease is preventable and
treatable. The danger of the COPD is increased by the high cost of treatment and loss of the patient's
ability to work due to the progression of the disease. Today there is an ever-increasing demand for
improvement of medical therapy and rehabilitation of the patient. However, the complexity of the
treatment and control of the COPD exacerbations constantly arise, pathological changes occurring in
the body have a systemic character, and the development of concomitant pathologies is also typical.
Disease control requires active involvement of the patient, raising the level of awareness of the patient
about his/ her own disease, developing the educational component of the rehabilitation program in
such a way as to fill the knowledge gaps.

The relationship of the patient's knowledge of his/ her disease to the results of treatment and
rehabilitation has been studied for many chronic diseases [1]. Education for patients with chronic
diseases has been proven to be an extremely important component of treatment and rehabilitation [2],
and a high level of literacy about the disease reduces anxiety and depression [3-5], improves quality of
life and increases self-efficacy [6]. At the same time, low treatment adherence and motivation to follow
recommended treatment regimen is often the result of the patient’'s low awareness of the disease,
prognosis in the absence of treatment, the mechanisms of action of prescribed medications and
differences between basic and on-demand treatment, lack of understanding of the need for long-term
(lifelong) therapy, fear of the development of adverse effects of therapy and dependence on
medications, high cost of treatment and the patient's unwillingness to change their lifestyle (e.g. stop
smoking) [7].

Education of a Ukrainian patient with COPD should be an integral component of pulmonary
rehabilitation, which corresponds to international approaches and standards [8]. Thus, when the
patient is poorly informed about his or her condition, the educational component in rehabilitation
becomes mandatory and should contain information on self-control, prevention and treatment of
exacerbations. Self-management strategies in the education of patients with COPD help to improve
self-efficacy (i.e. confidence in successful management of their health) by increasing the necessary
knowledge and skills of patients [9]. Assessment of the patient's level of knowledge, literacy about the
disease is an important step in working with individuals with COPD; these steps are carried out before
the pulmonary rehabilitation programme and after its completion [10]. Today, the international
practice of pulmonary rehabilitation is based on Bristol COPD Knowledge Questionnaire (BCKQ) [11],
which provides high reliability and sensitivity, and allows to track changes in patient literacy. This tool,
as well as its analogues [12], which have proven effectiveness and are used in different countries
around the world, is inaccessible to Ukrainian patients, significantly limits some stages of
rehabilitation of the patients, does not allow to understand the state of the problem with the level of
literacy, to track progress in rehabilitation or to compare the effectiveness of rehabilitation programs
in other countries of the world. Accordingly, the main task of this study was to study the level of
knowledge of the Ukrainian patient about chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, and the factors that
cause and affect this indicator, with the help of a validated instruments.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Participants

Participants were recruited in Ukrainian hospital (Pulmonology Department of the Municipal
non-profit enterprise “5th city clinical hospital in the city of Lviv”). Future participants were invited by
telephone to conduct study-related procedures. During the first visit, socio-demographic data (age,
educational level, bad habits, marital status, job availability), information on the duration and course
of the disease and cooperation with a physical therapist were collected. Anthropometric
measurements (height, body weight) as well as spirometry, pulse oximetry, tonometry were
performed. Subjects meeting the following inclusion criteria: (1) willing to participate, (2) patients
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with a confirmed COPD diagnosis (3) stable COPD or patients who had exacerbations at least during
last 2 weeks, (4) were registered with the Pulmonology Department of the hospital. COPD diagnosis
was made according to GOLD standard [13]. Withdrawal criteria: (1) mental illness or cognitive
impairment, (2) COPD exacerbation period, (3) first stage of COPD, (4) non-cooperation. In the study
were involved 41 patients.

Data collection instrument

The following tools were used: Modified Medical Research Council Dyspnea Scale (mMRC),
Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS), Clinical COPD Questionnaire score (CCQ), BORG scale,
and Bristol COPD Knowledge Questionnaire (BCKQ).

The mMRC scale is accepted as a classification criterion for the assessment of symptoms in the
GOLD ABCD system [14], it consists of 5 questions about recent symptoms of shortness of breath in
“Yes” or “No” format of answers. The patient determines the possible level of physical activity that
causes shortness of breath. The level of shortness of breath is rated from 0 to 4 points; a higher score
corresponds to more severe shortness of breath [15].

HADS is a self-assessment scale designed to assess the severity of symptoms of anxiety and
depression in general medical practice. It consists of 14 questions, among which seven questions allow
to assess the level of anxiety, and other seven - the level of depression. Four options of answer
correspond to each statement that reflect the gradation of the severity of the sign and the severity of
the symptom (from 0 points - no symptom, to 3 points - the symptom is as pronounced as possible).
Indicators were calculated separately for each subscale. The results were interpreted according to the
following scale: 0-7 points - normal (no significant symptoms of anxiety and depression), 8-10 points
- subclinically expressed anxiety/ depression; 211 points - clinically expressed anxiety/ depression.
The CCQ questionnaire is a short, simple, and reliable tool containing 10 questions, and focuses on
clinical respiratory status, functional limitations, and psychosocial dysfunction. Answer options (from
0 to 6 points) are added together to get the final score [16].

BORG scale is a self-administered unidimensional assessment tool that analyzes breathlessness
[17]. It starts at number 0 where patient’s breathing is causing that there is no difficulty at all and
progresses through to number 10 where breathing difficulty is maximal.

The level of knowledge about COPD was determined with the help of the BCKQ. This tool is
valid and reliable questionnaire, that was developed by White et al. [18]. Questionnaire includes 13
subscales (1) epidemiology, (2) etiology, (3) symptoms, (4) breathlessness, (5) phlegm, (6) infections,
(7) exercise, (8) smoking, (9) vaccination, (10) inhaled bronchodilators, (11) antibiotics, (12) oral
steroids, (13) inhaled steroids. Each subscale contains five items, and for each item there are three
possible answers “True,” “False,” and “Don’t know.” A correct answer scores one point, incorrect/
“Don’t know” - zero point. The total score of each subscale range from 0 to 5 points, total score sums
up the scores of all subscales and ranges from 0 to 65.

The permission to use the English version of BCKQ was obtained from the copyright owner
Dr. Roger White before translation procedure and cross-cultural validation.

Validation of Bristol COPD Knowledge Questionnaire

In order to provide self-reported measures that can be compared to international studies, we
performed the validation of BCKQ. Translation and cross-culture validation was conducted to provide
applicable, meaningful, and equivalent tool for the Ukrainian population. Internal consistency
reliability and test-retest reliability were studied in order to assess how well the tool delivers reliable
scores.

We followed the novel recommendation of guidelines during translation and cross-cultural
adaptation [18-20]. Four-step translation was performed - forward translation (1), backward
translation (2), cognitive interviews (3), and proofreading (4) (Table 1).

The main priority of those steps was to produce Ukrainian version of BCKQ that is conceptually
equivalent to the English version, use the language that is colloquial and easy for understanding. A
local coordinator (native language is Ukraine, advanced level of English according to the Global Scale
of English, the area of expertise - physical culture, physical rehabilitation) was involved in all steps of
linguistic validation. The results of linguistic validation is presented in Annex.
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Table 1. The process of linguistic validation of the BCKQ

Steps Participants Procedure Result Duration
Independent
Forward translation . translation, discussion . .
. . 2 professional . . First Ukrainian
(translation of BSKQ into translators with local coordinator, version (V1UA) 1 week
Ukrainian) consensus to create a
single version
Independent

2 local professional
translators, native
speakers of the

translation, comparing

Backward translation with original

(translation of VIUA Second Ukrainian

instrument, with local 2 weeks

into English) Epgllsh la.nguage, coordinator, consensus version (V2UA)
bilingual in the .
> to create a single
Ukrainian language .
version
individual interviews,
discussing difficulties in . -
Testing of V2ZUA n=8 understanding, Thm.i Ukrainian 3 weeks
. ) version (V3UA)
interpretation of all
items
Editor of scientific
Proofreading of V3UA literature (physical Proofreading,

discussing with local Flna.l Ukrainian 1 week
i version (V4UA)
coordinator

(for avoiding any typing, | education, physical
spelling, or grammatical | rehabilitation, health)
mistakes) whose native
language is Ukrainian

Internal consistency was measured using Cronbach’s alpha. The questionnaire had a high degree of
internal consistency (Cronbach’s alpha - 0.887). The final Ukrainian version of BCKQ was tested on a
group of 20 participants, the length of test-retest interval was three weeks. During that time, they had
not to receive any further information about COPD. According to results, Spearman’s rho was 0.84
(p<0.05) that demonstrates good test-retest reliability.

Ethical approval

The participants received a brief explanation, informed consent was obtained from those who
agreed to take part in study. Ethical consent for the study was obtained from the Bioethical Committee
of Lviv State University of Physical Culture.

Statistical analysis

Descriptive statistics were presented in terms of mean (M), standard deviation (SD), median
(Me) for continuous variables, distribution, range of scores, floor and ceiling effects. Mean and SD for
subscales and total score were presented for comparison with international literature about COPD
knowledge level of patients. Regression analysis (linear regression) was performed to determine
relationships between the level of knowledge about the disease, socio-demographic data, indicators of
respiratory system functional status, and survey results. Data analyses were completed by Origin Pro
8.6 and SPSS Statistics 23.

RESULTS

The patient's level of knowledge of COPD

The percentage of correct and incorrect answers to each question of BCKQ are included in
Table 2. There were more correct answers in the subscale “Symptoms” (56.10%), in particular to the
question concerning the presence of whistle-type noise in the lungs during COPD. On average, half of
the respondents correctly answered the questions of the subscale “Phlegm” (54.63% of persons),
“Etiology” (53.17% of persons) and “Smoking” (51.35% of persons).
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Table 2. Percentage of participants (N=41) giving a correct response for all 65 items and 13 subscales

Question
average %
No. S(lilbsca}le/ a b c d e of correct
respondents’ answers n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) a(l(r)ls(\i/\i/relgi
number***)
Epidemiology
1 | correctanswer 7 (17.07) | 25(60.98) | 24 (58.54) 2 (4.88) 7(17.7) 31.83 (9)
incorrect answer 34 (82.93) | 16(39.02) | 17 (41.46) | 39(95.12) | 34(82.93)
Etiology
2 | correct answer 24 (58.54) | 28(68.29) | 22(53.66) | 19 (46.34) | 16(39.02) 53.17 (3)
incorrect answer 17 (41.46) | 13(31.71) | 19 (46.34) | 28(68.29) | 25(60.98)
Symptoms
3 | correctanswer 19 (46.34) | 32(78.05) | 34(82.93) | 16(39.02) | 14 (34.15) 56.10 (1)
incorrect answer 28 (68.29) 9 (21.95) 7(17.7) 25(60.98) | 27 (65.85)
Breathlessness
4 | correct answer 9 (21.95) 18 (43.9) 2 (4.88)** | 32(78.05) | 28(68.29) 43.41 (5)
incorrect answer 32 (78.05) 23 (56.1) 39 (95.12) | 9(21.95) 13 (31.71)
Phlegm
5 | correct answer 23 (56.1) 16 (39.02) | 32(78.05) | 11(26.83) | 30(73.13) 54.63 (2)
incorrect answer 18 (43.9) 25 (60.98) 9(21.95) | 30(73.17) | 11 (26.83)
Infections
6 | correctanswer 14 (34.15) | 26(63.42) | 20(48.78) | 16 (39.02) 7 (17.7) 40.61 (7)
incorrect answer 27 (65.85) | 15(36.59) | 21 (51.22) | 25(60.98) | 34 (82.93)
Exercises
7 | correct answer 12 (29.27) 18 (43.9) 16 (39.02) | 29(70.73) | 3(7.32)** 38.05 (8)
incorrect answer 29 (70.73) 23 (56.1) 25(60.98) | 12(29.27) | 38(92.68)
Smoking
8 | correct answer 35(85.37)* | 37(90.24)* | 25(60.98) | 1 (2.44)** 7(17.7) 51.35(4)
incorrect answer 6 (14.63) 4(9.76) 16 (39.02) | 40(97.56) | 34 (82.93)
Vaccination
9 | correct answer 18 (43.9) 12 (29.27) | 16(39.02) | 11 (26.83) 3(7.32) 29.27 (10)
incorrect answer 23 (56.1) 29 (70.73) | 25(60.98) | 30(73.17) | 38(92.68)
Inhaled bronchodilators
10 | correct answer 3(7.32)% | 16(39.02) | 3(7.32)** | 11(26.83) | 12 (29.27) 21.95 (11)
incorrect answer 38(92.68) | 25(60.98) | 38(92.68) | 30(73.17) | 29(70.73)
Antibiotics
11 | correct answer 9 (21.95) 29 (70.73) 9(21.95) | 4(9.76)** | 33(80.49) 40.98 (6)
incorrect answer 32(78.05) | 12(29.27) | 32(78.05) | 37(90.24) 8 (19.51)
Oral steroids
12 | correct answer 9 (21.95) 6 (14.63) 7 (17.7) 13 (31.71) | 10 (24.39) 22.08 (12)
incorrect answer 32 (78.05) | 35(85.37) | 34(82.93) | 28(68.29) | 31(75.61)
Inhaled steroids
13 | correctanswer 7(17.7) 4 (9.76)** 8(19.51) 4 (9.76)** 0 (0)** 11.35(13)
incorrect answer 34 (82.93) | 37(90.24) | 33(80.49) | 37(90.24) 41 (100)

* — questions which were answered correctly by 80% and more respondents; ** - questions which were
answered correctly by 10% and less of respondents; ** - ranking of scales in order from the one with the most
correct answers (first position) to the less correct answers (thirteenth position).

Less than 10% of respondents answered 9 of 65 questions correctly. Among patients 95.12%
consider shortness of breath as a sign of oxygen level decrease; only 7.32% of persons understand that
shortness of breath is not a reason not to do bodily exercises. The smallest number of correct answers
were given to the questions “Stopping smoking usually results in improved lung function” (1 person)
and “Inhaled steroids improve lung function in COPD” (no correct answer).

Patients gave the least number of correct answers to the question related to medical treatment.
In the three questions of the subscale “Inhaled steroids”, the percentage of correct answers was below
10%. Thematic subdivisions “Oral steroids” and “Inhaled bronchodilators” also had a low percentage
of correct answers (on average 22.08% and 21.95% respectively).
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Table 3. The patient's level of knowledge of COPD about their disease

No. Subscale of BCKQ MiSl?)eF;éEnts] Me Range [points]
1 Epidemiology 1.58+0.17 2 0.00-4.00
2 Etiology 2.60£0.23 3 0.00-5.00
3 Symptoms 2.78+0.19 3 0.00-5.00
4 Breathlessness 2.18+0.16 2 0.00-4.00
5 Phlegm 2.73+0.21 3 0.00-5.00
6 Infections 2.00£0.2 2 0.00-5.00
7 Exercises 1.90+0.21 2 0.00-4.00
8 Smoking 2.55+0.16 3 0.00-4.00
9 Vaccination 1.43+0.2 1 0.00-4.00
10 | Inhaled bronchodilators 1.13+0.2 1 0.00-4.00
11 | Antibiotics 2.00+0.19 2 0.00-4.00
12 | Oral steroids 1.13+£0.19 1 0.00-4.00
13 | Inhaled steroids 0.58+0.15 0 0.00-4.00
Total score for BCKQ 24.71+9.62 25.00 0.00-45.00

BCKQ - Bristol COPD Knowledge Questionnaire; M - mean; SD - standard deviation

Based on the results of the assessment of responses for each individual subscale (Table 3), it
was found that a low level of knowledge in patients (1 point out of 5 possible) was in the thematic sub-
sections “Inhaled steroids,” “Inhaled bronchodilators,” and “Oral steroids.” The highest level of
knowledge was found in the thematic units “Symptoms,” Phlegm,” “Etiology,” and “Smoking,” although
one of them had an average score not exceeding 3. The average total score for BCKQ was 24.71+9.62
points.

Socio-demographic data of participants, physiological and psychological status of patients and their
relationship to the level of literacy related to COPD

The average age of the participants was 9.05+13.09 years old, with 53.66% of women (Table 4).
The level of education of 65.85% of participants was higher than secondary. More than half of the
patients (58.54%) have never had the experience of working with a physical therapist. Almost all
patients (85.37%) consider themselves physically active in life and everyday life; 63.42% of
participants have been ill for 5 years or more; more than half of them (58.54%) have COPD
exacerbations every six months or more. Of the bad habits, the respondents only reported smoking. In
particular, 26.83% of respondents reported that they were active smokers at the time of the study.

The body weight of almost half of the respondents was within the normal range (18.5-24.9
kg/m2), body mass index in 31.71% of the respondents was higher than normal (>25 kg/m2)
(Table 5). The spirometry data met the diagnosis criteria. Forced respiratory volume for the first
second (FEV1) averaged 64.52% of the required amount, while forced volume vital capacity (FVC) was
69.67+17.26% of the required amount. The SpO2 indicator was within the normal range. The average
rate of shortness of breath according to the mMRC questionnaire was within acceptable limits (up to
2 points). According to the BORG scale, the patients rated their shortness of breath from “somewhat
strong” to “strong” (4.44+2.42 points).

Average values for anxiety and depression indicate that there are no credibly expressed
symptoms of depression and anxiety. Anxiety index was 6.83+3.82 points, and depression index -
6.58+3.06 points. Table 4 and 5 include the mean and SD of BCKQ overall score and the regression
coefficients explaining the effects of the sociodemographic and clinical characteristics on BCKQ overall
scores. The level of knowledge depends on the factors such as age (95% CI: -1.041 to 0.086, p=0.086),
duration of the disease (95% CI: -0.077 to 0.055, p=0.048), respiratory ratings, functional limitations,
and own psychosocial dysfunction according to the CCQ scale (95% CI: -0.007 to 0.752, p=0.053), and
the HADS depression score (95% Cl: -4.257 to -0.085, p=0.043).
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Table 4. Socio-demographic factors associated with BCKQ overall score

Number of BCKQ overall score
Factor persons M+SD
n (%) [points] r o0 Y El P
Age 41 (100) 24.7149.62 -0.557 -1.041; 0.086 0.086
Gender -0.286 -18.082; 7.281 0.355
male 18 (43.90) | 23.21+11.39
female 22 (53.66) 26.0+7.83
Education: 0.074 -3.654; 5.359 0.674
higher 15(36.59) | 26.53%£11.92
vocational secondary 12 (29.27) 23.75+6.05
secondary 14 (34.15) 23.57+9.73
Professional employment: -0.363 | -16.538;2.939 0.146
employed 20 (48.78) | 25.10+£10.93
not employed 21 (51.22) 24.33+8.44
Marital status: -0.316 | -26.084;11.678 | 0.405
married 31(75.61) 25.71+9.14
single 10 (24.39) | 21.60+10.90
Children: 0.204 | -10.233;23.491 | 0.391
with children 36(87.80) | 25.64+9.07
no children 5(12.20) 18.00+11.90
Physical activity -0.174 | -14.817;5.776 0.341
I consider myself a physically active person 35(85.37) 24.54+8.76
[ don't consider myself a physically active 6 (14.63) 25 66+14.71
person
Bad habits: 0.021 -5.722; 6.214 0.927
No 28(68.29) | 25.78+9.70
ex-smoker 2 (4.88) 23.86%9.65
smoker 11(26.83) | 23.00£10.03
other 0(0) -
Duration of the disease, M+SD [years]: 10.05%£1.4 -0.114 -0.077; 0.055 0.048
<1 year 6 (14.63) 13.83+8.75
1-5 years 9 (21.95) 23.89+8.92
5-10 years 10 (24.39) | 25.00%12.94
>10 years 16 (39.02) | 30.06£15.02
Experience of cooperation with a physical )
therapist/rehabilitation specialist: 0.198 ~4.957;9.580 0.484
with experience of cooperation 8(19.51) 25.88+9.48
no experience of cooperation 24 (58.54) 24.71+8.42
massage 7 (17.07) 24.38+8.20
underwent sanatorium-resort care 2 (4.88) 24.68+6.20
Number of exacerbations: 0.169 -2.216; 4.467 0.460
less than once a year 2 (4.88) 28.33+8.14
once a year 14 (34.15) | 20.36%12.06
every six months 10 (24.39) 28.3049.66
3 times a year 7 (17.07) 23.43+2.76
every six months 2 (4.88) 31.00+£7.50
>4 times a year 6 (14.63) 27.50+7.23

M - mean; SD - standard deviation; r - correlation coefficient ; p - statistical significance
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Table 5. Physiological and psychological factors associated with BCKQ overall score

Factor BCKQ overall score
List of factors M+SD Mi.-SD r 95% CI p
[points]

BMI [kg/m2] 23.19+0.79 -0.078 | -1.102;0.804 | 0.728
body weight deficit, n [%] 9 (21.95) 21.3349.64

body weight within normal limits, n [%] 19 (46.34) 25.00+10.16

overweight, n [%] 8 (19.51) 27.86+8.32

obesity, n [%] 5(12.20) 25.00£11.25

FVC [%] 69.67+17.26 0.192 -0.729;0.932 | 0.786
FEV1 [%] 64.52+21.94 -0.287 | -1.119;0.872 | 0.782
Sp02 [%] 95.76+2.67 -0.432 | -3.655;0.616 | 0.140
RF [movements/minute] 20.71+4.96 -0.001 -0.890; 0.887 | 0.997
Heart rate [bpm] 76.31+1.88 0.344 -0.188;0.732 | 0.210
mMRC [points] 1.98+1.15 24.7149.62 -0.195 | -9.613;6.020 | 0.611
BORG shortness of breath scale [points] 4.44+2.42 0.477 -1.273; 4.981 | 0.209
CCQ [ points] 24.85+£12.96 0.506 -0.007,0.752 | 0.053
HADS:

anxiety [points] 6.83+3.82 0.190 -1.180; 2.156 | 0.519
depression [points] 6.58+3.06 -0.655 | -4.257;-0.085 | 0.043

BMI - body mass index; FVC - forced volume vital capacity; FEV1 - forced respiratory volume for the first
second; mMRC - modified scale of assessment of shortness of breath of the British Medical Research Council;
RF - respiratory frequency; HR - heart rate; HADS - hospital scale of anxiety and depression; CCQ - clinical
questionnaire for chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD); M - mean, SD - standard deviation,
r - correlation coefficient, p - statistical significance

DISCUSSION

This is the first study using the validated and adapted Ukrainian version of BCKQ for Ukrainian
population. This tool is used by researchers from around the world [11,22], it is a standard in
assessing the effectiveness of rehabilitation programs, educational components of rehabilitation
interventions in different countries [7]. According to the results of this study, its application becomes
possible in Ukrainian rehabilitation practice. The study was designed to investigate the impact of
clinical and socio-demographic characteristics on the level of knowledge of Ukrainian patients about
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease.

Patients with COPD showed a low level of knowledge about their disease - the overall score
was only 24.55+1.53 points, which is 37.77% of the maximum BCKQ score. Prolonged duration of the
disease (more than 5 years in 63.42% of respondents) did not affect the improvement of knowledge
about COPD. Moreover, the subscale assessments the questions of which were better answered by
patients (“Etiology,” “Symptoms,” “Phlegm,” “Smoking”), were on average or below average level. This
can only indicate the lack of adequate access to information materials in such patients, low level of
interest of this category of patients in increasing literacy about their own disease, and insufficient
implementation of the training component of treatment and rehabilitation programmes for patients
with COPD. Low level of medical literacy of patients with COPD can be considered as a phenomenon
that is typical for different countries of the world. In particular, study of the level of knowledge of
patients with COPD without special training showed that BCKQ scores ranged from 46-49% of the
maximum possible score in Canada [23], 46-61.27% in China [24], 48% in Italy [25], which still is
higher than in surveyed group of Ukrainian patients.

The most problematic for Ukrainian patients should be considered to be literacy on the issues
of medication treatment of COPD, namely, bronchodilators for inhalations, oral steroids, inhalation of
steroids and the like.

Knowledge of some of the issues covered in the questionnaire is directly related to
understanding actions that improve health, quality of life, and are related to the best treatment
outcomes. For example, 73.17% of patients incorrectly answered the question about the advantage
and greater efficiency of walking compared to breathing exercises; 60.98% of patients did not know

” o« ” o«
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that physical exercise can help reduce osteoporosis and maintain bone density; 73.17% of patients
believe that shortness of breath during exercise in patients with COPD is dangerous, and exercise
should be stopped. Ignorance or misperceptions about the aforementioned issues can lead to further
deterioration in health. The answers to questions about vaccination and medication can be considered
critical, however, most of the patients (50%) chose the answer “I don't know”. This further confirms
the data on a low vaccination culture among the adult Ukrainian population.

The lowest level of knowledge in the sub-section “Steroid inhalation” may be explained by the
lower use of spacer devices for the treatment of patients with COPD in the studied sample. In our
opinion, it was quite predictable that older people had lower knowledge of the disease. Dependence on
the duration of the disease can be explained by the fact that younger patients have shorter duration of
the disease, but the level of their knowledge about COPD is higher. On the example of various
populations, different conclusions can be drawn about the factors that influence the level of knowledge.
In the Italian patient sample, the total BCKQ was not correlated with patient age, gender, education,
years of disease, or disease severity [25]. Analysis of potential factors related to knowledge levels in
medicine nurses from China demonstrated that overall BCKQ score was connected with the availability
of postgraduate degrees, persons who had a bachelor or lower degrees had lower overall BCKQ score
[26]. The situation was the opposite in the case of Chinese adults [24]. The BCKQ overall scores
progressively declined with an increase in education level. The investigators assumed the presence of
a “tortoise-rabbit scenario” in which persons who had higher education levels pay less attention to
education materials. It can be assumed that educational level influences the level of knowledge
ambiguously, but the profession may have a significant influence on it.

No relations were found between overall BCKQ score and factors related to a healthy lifestyle -
physical activity level, smoking status, drinking status. Besides, the cross-sectional study in China
showed that non-drinkers were observed to have a significantly higher BCKQ overall score, these
results were presented in the discussion as questionable [24].

Impact of symptoms of assessed CCQ on the level of knowledge about COPD is explained by the
fact that the number of correct answers to questions of the BCKQ subscale “Symptoms” was the
highest. The presence of a high level of COPD symptoms in patients allowed them to answer questions
correctly by their own experience. The more vivid and diverse the manifestations of the disease and
the higher the CCQ score, the greater the number of correct answers regarding the manifestation of the
disease. It was found that the level of knowledge of patients about the disease is an important risk
factor for depression in patients with COPD, which is confirmed in other studies [3].

Given that the number of patients with COPD is constant and there is an urgent need to ensure
effective disease management, a modern, valid assessment tool is an important requirement for a
healthcare professional. Availability of validated and adapted for Ukrainian population BCKQ is an
important step in improving the quality of rehabilitation services for respiratory diseases. The use of
BCKQ will not only help to delineate gaps in the patient's knowledge, it will also allow for a reasonable
selection of thematic content for the educational component of pulmonary rehabilitation programs. It
has been proved that the level of knowledge about the disease of caregivers and relatives of patients
with COPD, physical therapists, medical workers correlates with the effectiveness of the educational
component of pulmonary rehabilitation of patients [27].

Limitations

There are some limitations to this study. First, a relatively small number of patients
participated in the study. Second, the study did not determine the sensitivity of the tool for tracking
changes in the level of knowledge of patients. Therefore, it is worthwhile to plan the study of changes
in the level of literacy of patients with respect to their own disease after passing special educational
programs in future studies.

CONCLUSIONS

Cross-cultural and linguistic validation of the BCKQ was conducted for the Ukrainian
population. The tool has a high degree of internal consistency and is understandable for the Ukrainian
patient. The level of knowledge of Ukrainian patients about chronic obstructive pulmonary disease is
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low. More experience of the disease did not affect the increase in the level of knowledge. Along with
this, older patients had a lower level of knowledge about their disease. Impact of such clinical
indicators as body mass index, spirometry results, level of severity of shortness of breath, and
symptoms of the disease on the level of knowledge was not revealed. The results obtained are
important for understanding the list of educational issues that should be adequately covered during
the implementation of the educational component in pulmonary rehabilitation programs for patients
with COPD and during their information during treatment and rehabilitation. The top-priority issues
are the impact of shortness of breath on the life of a patient with COPD, the ability to perform and the
effect of exercise, the impact of smoking on the progression of the disease, issues of medication
treatment of patients. Knowledge in these areas will help manage the disease more effectively,
understand the importance of self-management, and use strategies to maintain and improve own
health.
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ANNEX

BRISTOL COPD KNOWLEDGE QUESTIONNAIRE (BCKQ)©

BpicTonbchbkuil OMUTYBa/NILHUK /1J151 Ol[iHIOBaHHS piBHSA 3HaHb npo X03JI©

lleli onuTyBaJIbHUK PO3P0O6JIEHO AJis TOrO, 11106 3p03yMiTH, 10 Bu 3HaeTe npo npobJsiemu 3 Bamnmu
JlereHsIMU. 3aloBHITh ONUTYBaJbHUK CaMOCTiHHO, 6€3 CTOPOHHBOI JJONOMOTU. 3a3BU4al lLie 3aiiMae
10-20 xB. BigmoBizi fomoMoXXyTh HaM 3p03yMiTH, Ky iHopMalito caif HajaTu npo ctaH Bamwux
JlereHb | YOro HaBYMTHU JJs1 KepyBaHHfA JUXaHHSM. BifgsHauTe, fika, Ha Bamy AymKy, BiAnoBigb
€ IPaBUJIbHOIO.

1. liarnos X03JI: [IlpaBunbHOo  HempaBusibHO He 3Haro
a. ¥ giarxosi X03J1I c/10BO «XpOHIUHUI» 03HAYa€ BAXXKUH o o o
6. XO3JI moxke 6yTH MiATBEPAXKEHO JIUIIIE TECTAMU o o o
byHKIIil AMXaHHA

B. X03JI 3a3BMYail IOCTYMOBO MOTipPIIYETHCA 3 YACOM o o o
r. Y pasi X03JI piBeHb KUCHIO B KpPOBI 3aBXJ 1 HU3bKUI o o o
I. XO3J1 He xapaKTepHe AJis JI0Jlel MOJIOAUINX, HixK o o o
40 pokiB

2. X03JI:

a. [lonaz 80 % sunazgkis X03JI BUHMKAE Yepes3 KypiHHA o o o
curapet

6. XO3JI Mmoxke BUHUKATH BHAC/i/JOK MUy Ha o o o
BUPOGHUIITBI

B. TpuBasia 3aXBOPIOBAHICTb HAa aCTMY MOXK€e PO3BUHYTHCSA 0 0 0
y X03J1

r. X03JI 3a3BHYail He € Cl1a/IKOBUM 3aXBOPIOBAHHAM o o o

[. KiHKU MeHII BpasJiuBIi [0 BIVIUBY KYpPiHHS CUTApeET,
HI?K Y0JIOBIKU

3. XAPAKTEPHI ansa X03JI cuMmnTomMu:

a. Habpsk cyryio6iB o o o
6. Brpara cun (BToMa) o o o
B. CBUCTH B JIereHsAX o o o
r. CubHUM 6iNb y TPYAHIN KIiTHI o o o
A. lIBuaka BTpaTa Baru o o o
4. 3aaumka y pasi X03JI:

a. CunpbHa 33/ M11IKa YHEMOXKJIMBJIIOE MIOJOPOXKi JIITAaKOM o o o
6. 3aauiKa MoXe OoTipiyBaTUCS Mic/s nepeifaHHs o o o
B. 3aJjM1lIKa 03HA4ag, 10 Baml piBeHb KUCHIO 3HUKEHUU o o o
r. 3aJj1IliKa € HOpMaJIbHOM BiioBiA /10 Ha QizUUuHe O O O
HaBaHTaXXeHHH

[. 3afMlIKa HacaMIlepe/, BUHUKAE yepes 3BYKeHHs o o o
OpoHXiB

5. MOKpOTHUHHS:

a. Kawesb 3 MOKpOTUHHSAM € 3BUYHUM CUMIITOMOM Y pasi o o o
X03J1

6. BigkamitoBaTu MOKpOTY Baxkue, AIKL0 By 3HeBoiHEHI o o o
B. [Hransauii 3 6poHXOPO3LIKMPIOBaJIbHUMH IIpenapaTaMu o o o
MOJIETIUYIOTh BiZIXO/P)KEHHA MOKPOTH

r. MOKpOTHHHS 3aBJa€ MKOAH Y pasi Horo o o o
IIPOKOBTYBaHHA

I. OuynlleHHA BiJi MOKPOTHHHSA MOXHA MOJIIIIUTH 3a o o o

AOIIOMOTI' 010 AUXaJIbHUX BIIPAB
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6. Indek1is/ 3arocTpeHHA:

[IpaBunbHO HenpaBusibHo He 3Harwo

a. PecnipaTopHa iHdeK1list YacTO CIPUUUHSIE o o o
KpOBOXapKaHHA

6. [Ipu pecnipaTopHil iH}ek1lii MOKPOTUHHS MOXKe o o o
HabyBaTH IEBHOI'0 KOJIbLOPY (3€JIeHOT0 YH KOBTOI'0)

B. 3arocTpeHHs (enisou noripiieHHs) Moxe BiibyBaTHCA o o o
3a BifcyTHOCTi pecnipaTopHoi iHdeKIrii

r. PecniipaTopHa iHdeK11ifl 3aBXU CyIPOBO/XKYEThCS o o o
BUCOKOIO TeMIlepaTyporo

I. CTepoiaHi (ropMoHasibHi) TabJETKU CJiJ BXKUBATH o o o
1jopasy B pa3si 3arocTpeHHs

7. Bupasu y pa3si X03JI:

a. XoAb0a € Kpalllol aKTUBHICTIO, HiX AUXabHi BIIpaBY, O O O
JUISL oJtinieHHs Gpi3UYHOr0 CTaHy

6. Bnpas c/1if yHUKaTH, OCKiJIbKA BOHU COPUYHUHAIOTh o o o
Halpy»KeHHH JiereHb

B. BopaBu MOXyTb J0IOMOI'TH 30€perTH LiJbHICTh o o o
KiCTKOBOI TKAaHUHU

r. BipaBu flonomararoTh MOJIETIIUTH JelNpecito o o o
I. BripaBy cJ1ii 3yNIMHUTH, AKILO BOHA CIIPUYUHSE o o o
3aAMLIKY

8. Kypinusa:

a. [IpunrHeHHA KypiHHA 3MEeHIIY€E PU3UK CepLeBUX o o o
3axXBOpPHOBaHb

6. [[punvHeHHs KypiHHA YIIOBIJIBHUTD NOJajblie o o o
MOLIKO/>KEeHHS JIereHb

B. [[pUNMHATH KypUTHU 6€3r1y3/,0, OCKINIbKY JIereHi Bxe o o o
MOIIKO/KEHI

r. [I[punuHeHHs KypiHHA 3a3BUYal CIPUSIE MOJIIMNIIEHHI0 o o o
byHKIIil iereHb

A. HikoTHO3aMicHa Teparlis J0CTyIHa TIJIbKY 3a o o o
pelnenToM

9. BakuuHanjis:

a. BakyuHarito Bif rpuily peKOMeH/AYI0Tb 3aCTOCOBYBaTH o o o
W OpiYyHO

6. MoxHa 3aXBOpiTH Ha TpUI Nic/ag BakMHALL Big rpumny o o o
B. Bu MokeTe 3po6UTH BaKI[MHAllilO Biji rpumny y pasi, o o o
ko Bam 65 pokiB i 6isbliie

r. BakiivHa BiJi mHEBMOHII 3axuliiae Bif ycix popm O O O
IMHEeBMOHII

I. Bu MmoxkeTe 3po6UTH BaKIMHALlil0 BiJl THEBMOHII i O O O
TpUILy 3a OJUH JieHb

10. IHra/IlOBaHHA GPOHXO0UISTATOPIB:

a. Yci 6poHX0UIATATOPU AiIOTh MBUAKO (Y Mexax 10 xB) o o o
6. BpoHxOAMIATOPU KOPOTKOI i 10Broi Aii MokHa o o o
BXKMBAaTH BIPOJOBX JHA

B. Cnelicepu (HanpuKJa/Ji, BOJOMATHUK, Hebyxasep) o o o
NOTPiOHO CYIMIMUTH PYIIHUKOM MiCJsI MUTTS

r. BukopucTaHHs crieficepHOro NpUCTPOIO 361JIbIIUTD o o o
KIJIBKICTBb npernapary, 4OCTaBJIeHOr0 B JieTeHi

I. TpeMop Moxe 6yTH N06iYHUM epeKTOM BUKOPUCTAHHS o o o

OpOHXOAUIATATOPIB
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11. /likyBaHHA aHTUOioTHKaMM y pa3i X03J1:

[IpaBunbHO HenpaBusibHo He 3Harwo

a. /s eGeKTUBHOCTI KypC IOBMHEH TPUBATH He MeHIle o o o
Hixk 10 gHiB

6. HagmipHe 3acTocyBaHHS aHTUOIOTUKIB MOXKe o o o
CIPUYUHUTU 6akTepiasbHy (MiKpOOHY) PE3UCTEHTHICTh

B. AHTUOGIOTHK 3HULUTH yCIO iHQEKITiI0 B JIeTeHIX o o o
r. AHTUGiOTUKOTEpaMnist Heo6xiHa MPU 3arOCTPEHHI o o o
(moripuieHHi), oJHaK BOHA MOBMHHA OYTH M'SIKOIO

I. IloTpi6HO 3BepHyTHCS 3a IOPa/L0I0, AKILO aHTUOIOTUKU o o o
BUKJIMKAIOTb BOXKKY Jliapero

12. CtepoigHi Ta6/IeTKH, AKI NPU3HAYAKOTh y pa3i

XO03J1 (Hanpukaaj, npesHi30/10H):

a. CtepoifHi TabseTKU AONOMAraloTh 3MiLlHUTU M’ 13U O O O
6. CTepoigHUX TabJETOK C/1iJ] YHUKATH, IKILO € iHdeKIlis B o o o
JIereHdax

B. Pu3uk 0BrocTpokoBux no6iuHux edpeKTiB Bij o o o
CTepoiJHUX NTpenapaTiB € MEHIIUM IIPU BXKUBaHHI IX

KOPOTKHMH KypCaMH, NIOPiBHSHO 3 6e3nepepBHUM

JIIKyBaHHAM

r. Possiagu miyHka € nomrnpeHUM no6ivHUM epeKToM o o o
3aCTOCYBaHHA CTePOiJHUX TabJIeTOK

n. CTepoiaHi TabseTKU MOXYTb NiBULUTH Bain aneTuTt O O O
13. IHra/sIlBaHHA CTEPOiIJHUX NpenapariB (KOpu4YHeBi,

4epBOHIi a60 OpaHKeBi):

a. [Hrasauii crepoigHUX npenapariB CJ1iJ IPUNIUHUATY, o o o
AK10 Bam npusHayuIy cTepoifiHi TabaeTKU

6. CTepoifHi iHranssTOpu MoXKHa BUKOPUCTOBYBATH, 11100 o o o
LWIBU/IKO MOJIETIIUTH 33 UIIKY

B. CrelicepHi NpuJiafiu 3MeHIYIOTb PU3UK BUHUKHEHHS o o o
KaHJW/103y (MOJIOYHUILi) ¥ pOTOBiM NOPOKHUHI

r. [Hransauii 3i crepoifaMu c1iJy BUKOPUCTOBYBATHU Nepes, o o o
OpOHXOAUIATATOPAMU

I. [Hransauiixi crepoigu noninmywTh QyHKILiO JereHb y o o o

pasi X03J1

© Roger White, 2006. All rights reserved.

© Kateryna Tymruk-Skoropad, [uliia Pavlova, Ukrainian version, 2020. All rights reserved.

85



	INTRODUCTION

