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Abstract
Background
Vitiligo is a multi-factorial pigmentary skin disorder. Recently, the importance of emotional and psychological issues is proposed in incidence, progression, relapse and remission of vitiligo. There are limited studies conducted in developing countries, which assess life quality of patients with vitiligo. The aim of this study was the application and evaluation of a disease-specific quality of life index in Iranian patients, for the first time.

Methods
This cross-sectional biphasic study was conducted on 25 patients as a pilot and another 173 patients as the main study group, in Razi Hospital, Tehran, Iran, 2013–2014. Persian version of Vitiligo Quality of Life index (VitiQoL) was developed with backward-forward method. Based on the pilot study, the validity and reliability were assessed. The Vitiligo Area and Score Index (VASI), VitiQoL, and their relationship, demographic and clinical characteristic of patients were measured.

Results
The Mean and standard deviation of the VitiQoL score was 30.5 ± 14.5 (range 0–60 in Persian version). There was a significant relationship between VASI score and VitiQoL (p = 0.015, r = 0.187). Confirmatory factor analysis revealed three important factors within VitiQoL: participation limitation, stigma, and behavior. In subscale analysis based on behavior factor, female patients had poorer quality of life (p = 0.02). Concomitant psychiatric problems, e.g. anxiety and depression, were not associated with QOL; however, they were near to being meaningful (p = 0.06, r = 0.14).

Conclusion
VitiQoL is a valid index in estimating life quality of vitiligo patients and has proper relation to disease severity. Focusing on patient’s life quality is an important entity in the management of vitiligo patients; relevant supportive group-based consultations and therapies are also important arms when approaching vitiligo.
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Background
Vitiligo is an acquired, multi-factorial and usually progressive disorder of melanin production. Vitiligo equally affects males and females as well as all different races. Vitiligo has various onset-age, distribution pattern and progression course. Vitiligo is the most prevalent cutaneous pigmentary disorder. Its prevalence reaches 0.5–2 %, worldwide. The mean age of onset is about 20 years and in 95 % of cases are under the age of 40 [1–4].
The aim of vitiligo treatment is to get better skin appearance, which requires long time, usually 6–18 months. Response to treatment is about 70–75 % and how to choose a treatment modality depends on severity, extent and location of disease [5]. Vitiligo Area Scoring Index (VASI) is one of the most valid indexes for evaluation of disease extent and severity and also it can be measured in all situations [6]. Vitiligo European Task Force (VETF) is the best assessor of treatment efficacy; however, it needs wood lamp and sometimes taking photograph is necessary [7].
Recently, importance of emotional and psychological issues has been raised. Therefore, vitiligo could be considered as a psychosomatic disorder, which means physical and psychological factors concomitantly are involved in appearance, progression, relapse and remission of vitiligo [8]. Vitiligo imposes a large burden on patients’ lives, and many patients suffer from shame and embarrassment, low self-confidence, and social isolation [9–17].
Wrong social beliefs exacerbate the problems of vitiligo patients. As in women, vitiligo may end in divorce and some people believe it is God’s punishment for the sins [18]. In India, sometimes vitiligo is considered as white leprosy, which has a significant stigma [10].
Although vitiligo has a remarkable impact on quality of life (QOL) and brings social stigma, most of the studies on this aspect of vitiligo are based on general cutaneous or non-cutaneous quality of life indexes, such as Dermatology Life Quality Index (DLQI), Skindex-26, and SF-36 [9–10, 13–17]. It should be noted that vitiligo is usually asymptomatic, so its effect on quality of life is much more related to psychological problems, such as lack of self-confidence [10, 12], unpleasant body images [19], unsuccessful social relationships [9], and lower quality of marital relations [13, 20], than the exclusive physical issues. It has been shown that patients with vitiligo are at risk of higher social discrimination and stigma [10, 14, 17, 19, 21].
A disease specific instrument for estimating quality of life in Vitiligo has been proposed by Lilly et al. at 2013; named as Vitiligo Quality of Life (VitiQoL) which emphasizes on three principal factors including: stigma, participation limitation, and behavior [4].
In Iran, there are some studies conducted on vitiligo quality of life, by the means of general indexes [18, 20, 22–25], all confirm poorer QOL especially in women [20] and poorer QOL compared with some other countries [22]. Assessment of quality of life of Iranian patients with vitiligo with a specific index has not been performed. The purpose of this study was to assess quality of life among Iranian vitiligo patients with VitiQoL.

Methods
This study was conducted on 173 patients with vitiligo, in Razi Hospital, Tehran University of Medical Sciences (TUMS), Tehran, Iran, from April 2013 to September 2014. VitiQoL was used as the specific index for assessment of quality of life in vitiligo patients. The questionnaire consisted of 15 questions with a seven-point Likert scale (0-6). The final scores could range from 0 to 90, in which, patients with higher scores showed poorer quality of life.
Two bilingual physicians translated English version of VitiQoL questionnaire to Persian, then Persian version was translated to English by another bilingual person who had not read the original questionnaire (back to back translation). Afterward, the final version was compared with the original English version. Finally, a dermatologist, a community and preventive medicine specialist, and a psychiatrist, confirmed the Persian questionnaire.
VASI score was used to measure severity of the disease (Additional file 1) [6]. The scores of specific areas such as hand, foot, breast, and genitalia, also exposed and non-exposed areas, were calculated. “Disease progression” and “response to treatment” were assessed in questionnaire, based on the subjective opinion of patients regarding disease course in the previous month. The following two questions were asked respectively: “Did you experience any change in the severity and number of lesions within the previous month?” (Disease progression; improving, no change, slowly progressive, rapidly progressive); and, “How did your lesions respond to treatment in the previous month?” (Response to treatment; poor, moderate, appropriate). Previous psychological or other dermatological diseases were also asked from the patients.
For the pilot study, 25 patients who were referred to the phototherapy clinic of Razi Hospital and consented to participate in the study, were selected. These patients filled the VitiQoL questionnaire in the first session and 2–3 weeks later. In these two sessions, a dermatologist (KH) as the main investigator of the study, answered any questions or comments of the patients. She interviewed the patients regarding their demographic data and clinical characteristics, and examined disease extent and depigmentation degree based on VASI score.
After the pilot study, essential modifications were made based on the opinion of research team on findings (e.g. change the structure of complicated sentences to be more comprehensible or use the words that were more familiar and making sense of the questions). The research team concluded that the patients could not easily discriminate among 7 items in Likert; therefore, the Persian version was finalized as 5-item Likert scale questions (final scores ranged from 0 to 60) (Additional file 2). The main structure of the original questionnaire was not changed and no word was omitted or added. The final questionnaire was used for the second phase (the main study).
In order to estimate the mean score of VitiQoL based on the report by Lilly et al. [4], a sample of 139 patients was necessary. A single estimation of mean was used for sample size calculation. As the VitiQoL score could range from 0 to 90, considering a normal distribution, which included 6 standard deviations, a standard deviation of 15 was used for calculation of sample size (n = 97, if d = 3). To compensate for probable missing, we added 15 % to this calculated number; and finally 173 patients were enrolled in the study.
All patients who were at least 16 years old, did not have any other stigmatizing disorders or disabilities such as leprosy or facial deformities and were not mentally retarded or psychotic, also consented to participate in the study, were enrolled. Ninety patients were recruited from the general dermatology clinic and 83 patients from the phototherapy clinic, by convenience sampling. It should be mentioned that the patients recruited from phototherapy clinic were under treatment with narrow band UVB (NBUVB) and most of the patients of general clinic were on topical steroids or calcineurine inhibitors.
Data was entered in SPSS Statistics 22.0 and analyzed. Mean, median and standard deviation were used to describe quantitative data and Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z was used to assess normality of continuous variables. In the case of non-significant P values (p > =0.05), parametric t-test and analysis of variance (ANOVA) were used for normally distributed variables. For non-normal variables, Kruskal-Wallis H and Mann-Whitney U test were used based on the number of categories of the nominal variables. Pearson correlation coefficient was used for comparison of two normally distributed variables, and otherwise Spearman correlation was performed. McNemar test was used to assess any statistically significant changes in responses to dichotomous questions. For assessment of correlation between quality of life and VASI, Spearman correlation coefficient was used.
In 10 questionnaires, one or more questions were left blank, but none of them had more than 3 missing items. In analysis, we did not exclude any uncompleted filled questionnaire and the limited missing data, were replaced with 3 (mid-score).
In psychometric evaluation of VitiQoL questionnaire, confirmatory factor analysis was performed based on principal component analysis and Direct Oblimin (as the rotation method), eigenvalue > 1 and suppression of absolute value < 0.4.
Patients enrolled based on their consent and data were analyzed with respect to their confidentiality. The ethical committee of Tehran University of Medical Sciences approved the study. Authors had no conflict of interests to disclose.

Results
In the pilot study, 13 women and 12 men were enrolled. The mean age was 31.96 years (SD = 12.21) with the range of 16–63 years. All of them were recruited from the phototherapy clinic. Analysis of pilot data showed a favorable face and content validity. In re-test, the reliability was confirmed by a high Cronbach alfa (0.956), which showed high internal consistency. The two series of Persian questionnaires were compared with rho-Spearman test and correlations were satisfactory. The Spearman correlation coefficient between the scores in the first time and in the second was 0.847. Concurrent validity of the Persian version of VitiQoL was confirmed by significant correlations between self-reported severity (question 16 of VitiQol) and VitiQoL scores (r = 0.463 and p < 0.05). Including all patients, Cronbach’s alpha of VitiQol was 0.914.
Demographic data and clinical characteristics of patients of the main study are shown in Table 1. Table 2 shows VASI and its relationship with clinical data of patients. Significant relationship between VASI and treatment group, duration of disease, education, type of disease (generalized > localized > segmental) and having another visible skin disorder in addition to vitiligo were found (P < 0.05). Skin phototype, gender, age, and concurrent or previous psychiatric problems did not show any significant relationship with VASI (p>0.05).Table 1Descriptive demographic data of patients with vitiligo


	 	 	General clinic (n = 90)
	Phototherapy clinic (n = 83)
	Total (n = 173)

	 	 	n
	%
	n
	%
	n
	%

	Gender
	Female
	36
	40
	48
	57.8
	84
	48.6

	Male
	54
	60
	35
	42.2
	89
	51.4

	Age
	16–19
	13
	14.9
	15
	18.1
	28
	16.2

	20–29
	21
	23.0
	28
	33.7
	49
	28.3

	30–39
	34
	37.9
	22
	26.5
	56
	32.4

	> = 40
	22
	24.1
	18
	21.7
	40
	23.1

	Disease duration (years)
	<5
	46
	52.9
	17
	20.5
	63
	36.4

	5- < 10
	13
	14.9
	20
	24.1
	33
	19.1

	10- < 15
	13
	13.8
	24
	28.9
	37
	21.4

	15- < 20
	6
	6.9
	7
	8.4
	13
	7.5

	> = 20
	12
	11.5
	15
	18.1
	27
	15.6

	Education
	Illiterate
	4
	4.4
	0
	0
	4
	2.3

	Grade 1–11
	25
	27.8
	19
	22.9
	44
	25.4

	Grade 12
	38
	42.2
	38
	45.8
	76
	43.9

	University education
	23
	25.6
	26
	31.3
	49
	28.3

	Skin phototype (Fitzpatrick scale)
	1,2
	3
	3.3
	1
	1.2
	4
	2.3

	3,4
	74
	82.3
	79
	95.2
	153
	88.4

	5,6
	13
	14.4
	3
	3.6
	16
	9.2

	Type of disease
	Generalized
	76
	84.4
	72
	86.7
	148
	85.5

	Localized
	7
	7.8
	8
	9.6
	15
	8.7

	Segmental
	7
	7.8
	3
	3.6
	10
	5.8

	Disease progression
	Improving
	25
	27.8
	57
	68.7
	82
	47.4

	No change
	16
	17.8
	17
	20.5
	33
	19.1

	Slowly progressive
	33
	36.7
	7
	8.4
	40
	23.1

	Rapidly progressive
	16
	17.8
	2
	2.4
	18
	10.4

	Response to treatment
	Poor
	32
	35.5
	18
	21.7
	50
	28.9

	Moderate
	25
	27.7
	28
	33.7
	53
	30.6

	Appropriate
	28
	31.1
	37
	44.6
	65
	37.6

	No treatmenta
                                       
	5
	5.6
	0
	0
	5
	2.9

	Previous or current psychiatric disease
	Yes
	7
	7.8
	10
	12
	17
	9.8

	No
	83
	92.2
	73
	88
	156
	90.2

	Another visible skin disorder other than vitiligo
	Yes
	3
	3.3
	6
	7.2
	9
	5.2

	No
	87
	96.7
	77
	92.8
	164
	94.8



                                 aPatients who were not on any treatment



                        Table 2Vitiligo Area Scoring Index (VASI) and its correlation with demographic characteristic of patients with vitiligo


	 	 	N
	Mean of VASI
	Standard deviation of VASI
	Median of VASI
	
                                          P value

	Total
	 	173
	8.62
	13.09
	3.8
	 
	Treatment group
	General Clinic
	93
	6.08
	8.44
	1.87
	0.04

	 	Phototherapy Clinic
	80
	8.70
	9.09
	6.02

	Gender
	Female
	84
	9.50
	14.63
	4.44
	0.2

	Male
	89
	7.80
	11.43
	3.18

	Age
	16–19
	28
	6.96
	9.36
	1.71
	0.1

	20–29
	49
	7.71
	11.86
	4.38

	30–39
	56
	7.56
	11.85
	3.13

	> = 40
	40
	12.38
	17.47
	6.7

	Disease duration (years)
	<5
	63
	3.61
	5.56
	1.54
	<0.001

	5- < 10
	33
	7.96
	8.97
	3.75

	10- < 15
	37
	11.10
	14.78
	4.56

	15- < 20
	13
	15.34
	10.70
	12.87

	> = 20
	27
	14.46
	21.87
	6.55

	Education
	Illiterate
	4
	19.39
	11.77
	17.62
	0.009

	Grade 1–11
	44
	10.54
	16.01
	6.33

	Grade 12
	76
	9.12
	13.68
	3.22

	University education
	49
	5.24
	7.63
	2.80

	Skin phototype (Fitzpatrick scale)
	1,2
	4
	3.97
	11.77
	1.64
	0.2

	3,4
	153
	8.46
	13.32
	3.75

	5,6
	16
	11.32
	12.17
	4.94

	Type of disease
	Generalized
	148
	9.92
	13.73
	5.54
	<0.001

	Localized
	15
	0.77
	1.35
	0.30

	Segmental
	10
	0.95
	1.28
	0.40

	Disease progression
	Improving
	82
	7.49
	8.51
	4.90
	0.6

	No change
	33
	11.11
	21.40
	3.42

	Slowly progressive
	40
	10.13
	13.82
	3.87

	Rapidly progressive
	18
	5.81
	7.55
	1.84

	Response to treatment
	Poor
	50
	6.69
	7.41
	3.31
	0.4

	Moderate
	53
	8.06
	10.88
	5.58

	Appropriate
	65
	10.92
	17.59
	4.19

	No treatmenta
                                       
	5
	3.84
	6.58
	0.33

	Previous or current psychiatric disease
	Yes
	17
	7.33
	8.99
	3.42
	0.99

	No
	156
	8.76
	13.48
	4.25

	Another visible skin disorder other than vitiligo
	Yes
	9
	2.52
	2.76
	1.59
	0.04

	No
	164
	8.95
	13.48
	4.25



                                 aPatients who were not on any treatment



                     
VASI (total and area’s specific) and its correlation with VitiQoL have been demonstrated in Table 3. It should be noted that in analytic evaluation of VASI and quality of life, data of three patients with nearly universal vitiligo from general dermatology clinic were excluded as outliers; since these patients had the most severe disease based on VASI, but their universal depigmentation caused the least prominent disease presentation, comparing to other patients with severe non-homogenous pigmentary lesions. Finally, the VASI data of 170 patients were analyzed.
The detail of QOL assessment is shown in Table 4. The mean VitiQoL score was 30.5 (range: 0–60, SD = 14.5, median = 31). Using principal component analysis and Direct Oblimin method, three factors from VitiQoL were extracted: participation limitation (question number 2-11, 14), stigma (question number 1, 15), and behavior (question number 8, 12, 13). Overall, women had poorer QOL (higher VitiQoL scores) than men. However, in subscale analysis of these three factors of VitiQoL, the difference was significant only for behavior factor (and not for participation limitation and stigma) (p = 0.02). The QOL (based on behavior factor) was better in patients recruited from the general clinic than the patients of phototherapy clinic (p = 0.001).Table 3Vitiligo Area Scoring Index (VASI) of total skin and area specific, and correlation of VASI and VitiQol


	 	Mean of VASI
	Standard deviation of VASI
	Median of VASI
	Correlation between VASI and VitiQol

	Total (n = 173)
	8.62
	13.09
	3.8
	 
	Excluding outliers (n = 170)
	7.36
	8.84
	3.67
	
                                          p = 0.015 r = 0.187

	(Female = 82, Male = 88)

	Head and neck
	0.52
	1.12
	1
	
                                          p = 0.40

	Upper limb
	2.17
	3.41
	0.5
	 
	Hand
	0.66
	0.73
	0.3
	 
	Lower limb
	3.68
	4.67
	1
	 
	Foot
	1.6
	1.22
	0.5
	 
	Trunk
	2.86
	5.48
	0.5
	 
	Non-exposed area
	6.57
	8.24
	2.83
	 
	Exposed-area
	0.8
	0.85
	0.79
	
                                          p = 0.75

	 Female
	0.61
	0.66
	0.4
	 
	 Male
	0.97
	0.69
	0.67
	 
	Breast
	1.44
	0.73
	0
	 
	 Female
	0.55
	0.4
	0.9
	
                                          p = 0.07 r = 0.417

	 Male
	0.14
	0.51
	0
	
                                          p = 0.8

	Genitalia
	0.14
	0.26
	0.3
	
                                          p = 0.54

	 Female
	0.2
	0.1
	0
	 
	 Male
	0.2
	0.13
	0.6
	 



                        Table 4VitiQol and descriptive demographic characteristics of patients with vitiligo


	 	 	Number
	Mean of VitiQol
	Standard deviation of VitiQol
	Median of VitiQol
	
                                          P value

	Treatment group
	General Clinic
	93
	28.80
	14.64
	28.5
	0.107

	Phototherapy Clinic
	80
	32.40
	14.30
	33

	Gender
	Female
	84
	31.70
	15.20
	32.5
	0.006

	Male
	89
	29.73
	13.85
	30

	Age
	16–19
	28
	30.82
	16.40
	27.5
	0.026

	20–29
	49
	34.32
	12.43
	36

	30–39
	56
	29.23
	14.25
	27.5

	> = 40
	40
	28.65
	15.47
	28.5

	Disease duration (years)
	<5
	63
	27.60
	14.95
	24
	0.037

	5- < 10
	33
	34.63
	15.57
	36

	10- < 15
	37
	31.78
	13.51
	35

	15- < 20
	13
	28.76
	12.65
	29

	> = 20
	27
	32.74
	13.39
	32

	Education
	Illiterate
	4
	37.00
	13.44
	38.5
	0.667

	Grade 1–11
	44
	32.34
	16.05
	35

	Grade 12
	76
	30.21
	14.23
	30

	University education
	49
	29.81
	13.68
	28

	Skin phototype (Fitzpatrick scale)
	1,2
	4
	34.50
	17.71
	29.5
	0.408

	3,4
	153
	31.15
	14.16
	32

	5,6
	16
	26.43
	17.05
	22

	Type of disease
	Generalized
	148
	31.61
	14.39
	32
	0.161

	Localized
	15
	28.20
	13.87
	27

	Segmental
	10
	24.46
	15.01
	20

	Disease progression
	Improving
	82
	31.82
	14.38
	32
	0.296

	No change
	33
	32.42
	14.17
	34

	Slowly progressive
	40
	26.95
	15.68
	25

	Rapidly progressive
	18
	31.66
	11.98
	33

	Response to treatment
	Poor
	50
	31.16
	15.29
	30
	0.195

	Moderate
	53
	31.83
	13.13
	33

	Appropriate
	65
	30.72
	14.95
	30

	No treatmenta
                                       
	5
	17.20
	10.03
	14

	Previous or current psychiatric disease
	Yes
	17
	36.41
	12.84
	38
	0.066

	No
	156
	29.91
	14.58
	30

	Another visible skin disorder other than vitiligo
	Yes
	9
	22.77
	11.02
	20
	0.102

	No
	164
	30.98
	14.62
	32



                                 aPatients who were not on any treatment



                     
Patients who had disease duration of 5 years or less, and patients with 15–20 years disease duration, had better quality of life, although it was not statistically significant. Quality of life was better in more educated patients (p > 0.05). Patients without previous history of other visible cutaneous disorders and patients with lighter skin phototype had poorer QOL; but it wasn’t significant (p > 0.05).
Psychiatric problems were associated with poorer QOL, although the association was not significant (p = 0.06, r = 0.14). QOL was poorer in patients with more extensive disease, (generalized < localized < segmental), and the best QOL was observed in slowly progressive disorder, but none of them were statistically significant (p > 0.05). The QOLs of two treatment groups were not significantly different (p > 0.05).
There was a significant relationship between VASI score and quality of life, in a way that higher VASI scores were associated with poorer quality of life (p = 0.015 r = 0.187). Regarding VitiQoL subscales, the correlation with VASI was statistically significant for behavior factor (p = 0.01, r = 0.254). There were not any significant associations between VASI of specific areas (head and neck, genitalia or exposed areas) and QOL (p > 0.05). There were not any associations between VASI of breast and quality of life, although in women it was near to be meaningful (p = 0.07, r = 0.417); nevertheless, in the behavior factor subscale analysis, significant correlation was demonstrated (p = 0.03, r = 0.22).

Discussion
With regard to relatively high prevalence of vitiligo in the world [1, 4], involvement of young people [2, 3] and high disease burden [9–16], evaluation of disease quality of life with a specific scale in countries with various cultural values could be worthwhile. VitiQoL is originally a questionnaire in English, which recently has been suggested for estimation of quality of life in vitiligo patients. In the present study, a Persian version of this scoring system was designed and evaluated.
Catucci et al. translated VitiQoL to Brazilian Portuguese (VitiQoL-PB) and performed cultural adaptation and validation [26]. in the original VitiQoL, one of the limitations of the study was no assessment of test-retest reliability. In Catucci study, 16 subjects (21 % of the sample) completed the VitiQoL-PB for the second time, confirming the high test-retest reliability with an intra-class correlation co-efficient (ICC) of 0.95 (95 % CI, 0.86 to 0.98) [26]. In our study 25 patients in pilot step were completed Persian version twice by 14–21 days interval. The reliability of the Persian version was confirmed by Cronbach alfa (0.956), which was similar to original VitiQoL Cronbach’s alpha (0.935) [4] and Brazilian Portuguese study (Cronbach alpha = 0.944) [26]. Correlations between self-reported severity and VitiQoL scores (convergent validity) in Persian version (p < 0.05, r = 0.463) was near to correlation coefficient of the primary study [4] (p < 0.05, r = 0.51) and Brazilian Portuguese one [26].
In this study, factor analysis revealed three distinct factors (participation limitation, stigma, and behavior) within vitiligo quality of life and that these factors were internally consistent. Also the original factor structure proposed by Lilly et al. was retained. The correlation between disease severity and QOL was comparable to the results of other studies [24]. Better life quality of patients in general clinic in our study is reasonable, because of less severity (usually <15–20 % body surface area (BSA)), and thus, lower VASI scores.
Poorer QOL in female patients based on behavior factor was logically predictable, since all over the world, aesthetic issues are more considerable in woman. They express a higher level of emotional burden, and the disease has strong impact on their self-steam. This result was compatible with Dolatshahi et al. study [20] to some extent, which demonstrated relationship between gender and QOL, so that more attention to this group is needed.
This study showed that younger patients had poorer quality of life, and 20–29 year-old patients experienced the worst life quality. It makes sense that cosmetic issues are more troublesome for the younger people; as they might have unmet needs of being equally considered, respected and welcome in occupational, social or emotional relationships. Disease duration less than 5 years and 15–20 years showed better quality of life, which might reflect higher hopes for successful treatment in early course of the disease or getting used to the disease in the long-term.
It was expected that patients with university educations might be more aware of the nature of problem and less worried about any potential consequences, hence have better quality of life. Nevertheless, this study did not show a significant association between educational level and QOL, perhaps due to the preponderance of other educational categories in comparison with university education.
According to the literature, vitiligo is considered as both cause and result of some psychiatric problems such as anxiety and depression [8–17]; thus history of other psychiatric problems could potentially add to the burden of this disorder. As some vitiligo patients with psychiatric problems might not be aware of their own disorder and the disorder could have been undiagnosed, the association may be even stronger. This study did not find any associations between skin phototype and quality of life, possibly due to the small number of patients with phototype 1 and 2 in Fitzpatrick scale classification.
There were not any association between VASI of exposed areas (face, hand, foot) and quality of life. Results were compatible with the Linthorst [15] and Dolatshahi [20] studies. However it was in contrast to the study by Ongenae et al. [27], which showed quality of life improves with camouflage. It should be noted that only 15 % of patients had vitiligo involvement limited to non-exposed areas. The study showed that patients with higher educational level and those suffering from another skin disorder other than vitiligo, have lower VASI score, which could be interpreted as alertness and precocious referral of more educated persons and higher sensitivity to skin appearance among patients with other concurrent cutaneous disorders. This was to be expected that the mean VASI of patients in phototherapy clinic be higher than general clinic, since dermatologists usually suggest phototherapy for patients with involvement of more than 15–20 % of BSA. Also it was reasonable to find higher VASI scores in patients with more prolonged disorder, due to probable progressive nature of the disease.
Limitations
Sampling was performed in a referral university hospital, which may not be representative of all spectrums of vitiligo patients in the society. Nevertheless, this center (Razi Hospital) is the largest dermatology center of Iran and this might decrease the chance of sampling bias. Further multi-centric studies are needed to validate the results.
Minor psychological problems did not prohibit patients’ enrolment as that exclusion might have led to the selection of a sub-sample who were potentially healthier than normal Iranian population [28]. Moreover, based on previous studies, these psychological problems are rather higher in patients with vitiligo [8].
Moreover, non-significance of some associations might have been due to lack of enough power considering multiple comparisons. In this study, adjustment for P values was not considered and p less than 0.05 was considered significant.
In Persian version, the original 7-item Likert score of VitiQoL was reduced to 5, due to the difficulty of the respondents to differentiate between very close measures of frequency (such as sometimes and occasionally).

Recommendations
Future multi-centric and community-based studies would be useful to improve the validity and reliability of Persian version of VitiQoL. Online filling of the questionnaire can be applied in future research. Finally, designing a trial to assess and improve patients’ information regarding the disease characteristics and a before-after evaluation of QOL would be a novel idea for future studies. It would be an honor for the authors of this paper to provide other researchers with Persian version of VitiQoL for further studies on vitiligo patients’ quality of life and the questionnaire is available upon their written request.


Conclusion
In this study, the Persian version of a specific index for estimating life quality of patients with vitiligo was developed. Except in patients with nearly all body surface area involved, the quality of life was worse when the disease was more severe. Life of these patients is obviously affected by presence of depigmented skin lesions, especially in women, younger adults and those with disease duration of 5–10 years. Finally, quality of life should be considered as one of the important outcome measures of treatments in vitiligo patients.

Acknowledgement
This study was supported by a research grant from Tehran University of Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran (registered code is 92-03-30-24653). An Iranian cosmetic company (“My” company), as a voluntary informative performance, provided an anti-solar cream given to each patient. We would like to thank Ms. Zeynab Nekoofar for English editing of the manuscript, and Maryam Moravvej and Zoha Nekoofar for helping in back to back translation of the questionnaire.
Type of study: cross-sectional
Funding source
The fund of this study was provided by the vice chancellor of research of Tehran University of Medical Sciences (TUMS). (Registered code is 92-03-30-24653).

Authors’ contributions
KH participated in study conception and design, acquisition of data, and analysis and interpretation of data. MK participated in study conception and design, analysis and interpretation of data, and critical revision. MG participated in study conception and design. AG participated in drafting of manuscript, submitting article and critical revision. YF participated in study conception and design. ZA participated in acquisition of data. AG participated in acquisition of data. NG participated in study conception and design and critical revision. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.



                           Open AccessThis article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (http://​creativecommons.​org/​licenses/​by/​4.​0/​), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http://​creativecommons.​org/​publicdomain/​zero/​1.​0/​) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated.

References
1.
Bolognia J, Jorizzo J, Schaffer J. Dermatology text book. 3rd ed. 2012. p. 1023–4.

2.
Malhotra N, Dytoc M. The pathogenesis of vitiligo. J Cutan Med Surg. 2013;17(3):153–72.CrossRefPubMed

3.
Patel AB, Kubba R, Kubba A. Clinicopathological correlation of acquired hypopigmentary disorders. Indian J Dermatol Venereol Leprol. 2013;79(3):376–82.CrossRefPubMed

4.
Lilly E, Lu PD, Borovicka JH, Victorson D, Kwasny MJ, West DP, et al. Development and validation of a vitiligo-specific quality-of-life instrument (VitiQoL). J Am Acad Dermatol. 2013;69(1):e1–8.CrossRef

5.
Korobko IV. Review of current clinical studies of vitiligo treatments. Dermatol Ther. 2012;25 Suppl 1:S17–27.CrossRefPubMed

6.
Hamzavi I, Jain H, McLean D, Shapiro J, Zeng H, Lui H. Parametric modelling of narrowband UV-B phototherapy for vitiligo, using a novel quantitative tool: the Vitiligo Area Scoring Index. Arch Dermatol. 2004;140(6):677–83.CrossRefPubMed

7.
Taiieb A, Picardo M. The definition and assessment of vitiligo: a consensus report of the Vitiligo European Task Force. Pigment Cell Melanoma Res. 2007;20(1):27–35.CrossRef

8.
Chan MF, Chua TL, Goh BK, Aw CW, Thng TG, Lee SM. Investigating factors associated with depression of vitiligo patients in Singapore. J Clin Nurs. 2012;21(11-12):1614–21.CrossRefPubMed

9.
Mattoo SK, Handa S, Kaur I, Gupta N, Malhotra R. Psychiatric morbidity in vitiligo: prevalence and correlates in India. J Eur Acad Dermatol Venereol. 2002;16:573–8.CrossRefPubMed

10.
Porter JR, Beuf AH, Lerner A, Nordlund J. Psychosocial effect of vitiligo: a comparison of vitiligo patients with ‘‘normal’’ control subjects, with psoriasis patients, and with patients with other pigmentary disorders. Journal of the American Academy of Dermatology. 1986; 15:220-4.

11.
Firooz A, Bouzari N, Fallah N, Ghazisaidi B, Firoozabadi MR, Dowlati Y. What patients with vitiligo believe about their condition? International journal of dermatology. 2004 Nov; 43(11):811-4.

12.
Talsania N, Lamb B, Bewley A. Vitiligo is more than skin deep: a survey of members of the Vitiligo Society. Clinical and Experimental Dermatology. 2010; 35:736-9.

13.
Wang KY, Wang KH, Zhang ZP. Health-related quality of life and marital quality of vitiligo patients in China. Journal of the European Academy of Dermatology and Venereology. 2011; 25:429-35.

14.
Kent G, Al’Abadie M. Psychologic effects of vitiligo: a critical incident analysis. Journal of the American Academy of Dermatology. 1996; 35:895-8.

15.
Linthorst Homan MW, Spuls PI, de Korte J, Bos JD, Sprangers MA, Van der Veen JP. The burden of vitiligo: patient characteristics associated with quality of life. Journal of the American Academy of Dermatology. 2009 Sep; 61(3): 411-20.

16.
Weber MB, Lorenzini D, Reinehr CP, Lovato B. Assessment of the quality of life of pediatric patients at a center of excellence in dermatology in southern Brazil. Anais Brasileiros de Dermatologia. 2012 Sep-Oct; 87(5): 697-702.

17.
Parsad D, Dogra S, Kanwar AJ. Quality of life in patients with vitiligo: Health and Quality of Life Outcomes. 2003; 1:58.

18.
Borimnejad L, Yekta ZP, Nasrabadi AN. Lived Experience of Women Suffering from Vitiligo: A Phenomenological Study. The Qualitative Report. 2006; 11(2), 335-349.

19.
Kent G, al-Abadie M. Factors affecting responses on Dermatology Life Quality Index items among vitiligo sufferers. Clin Exp Dermatol. 1996;21:330–3.

20.
Dolatshahi M, Ghazi P, Feizy V, Hemami M. Life quality assessment among patients with vitiligo: Comparison of married and single patients in Iran. Indian J Dermatol Venereol Leprol. 2008;74(6):700.PubMed

21.
Komen L, da Graça V, Wolkerstorfer A, de Rie MA, Terwee CB, Van der Veen JP. Vitiligo Area Scoring Index and Vitiligo European Task Force assessment: reliable and responsive instruments to measure the degree of depigmentation in vitiligo. British Journal of Dermatology. 2015 Feb; 172(2):437-43.

22.
Mashayekhi V, Javidi Z, Kiafar B, Manteghi AA, Saadatian V, Esmaeili HA, et al. Quality of life in patients with vitiligo: A descriptive study on 83 patients attending a PUVA therapy unit in Imam Reza Hospital, Mashad. Indian Journal of dermatology and venereology and leprology. 2010; 76:592.

23.
Ghajarzadeh M, Ghiasi M, Kheirkhah S. Associations between skin diseases and quality of life: a comparison of psoriasis, vitiligo, and alopecia area. Acta Medica Iranica journal. 2012;50(7):511-5.

24.
Aghaei S, Sodaifi M, Jafari P, Mazharinia N, Andrew Y. DLQI scores in vitiligo: reliability and validity of the Persian version. Biomed central dermatology. 2004; 4:8.

25.
Borimnejad L, Parsa Yekta Z, Nikbakht-Nasrabadi A, Firooz A. Quality of life with vitiligo: comparison of male and female Muslim patients in Iran. Gender Medicine journal. 2006 Jun; 3(2):124-30.

26.
Catucci Boza J, Fabbrin A, Giongo N, Kundu R, Horn R, Ferreira Cestari T. Translation, cross-cultural adaptation and validation of the vitiligo-specific health-related quality of life instrument (VitiQoL) into Brazilian Portuguese. An Bras Dermatol. 2015;90(3):358–62.CrossRef

27.
Ongenae K, Dierckxsens L, Brochez L, van Geel N, Naeyaert JM. Quality of Life and Stigmatization Profile in a Cohort of Vitiligo Patients and Effect of the Use of Camouflage. Clinical and Laboratory Investigations Dermatology. 2005;210:279–85.

28.
Sharifi V, Amin-Esmaeili M, Hajebi A, Motevalian A, Radgoodarzi R, Hefazi M, et al. Twelve-month prevalence and correlates of psychiatric Disorders in Iran: The Iranian Mental Health Survey, 2011. Arch Iran Med. 2015;18(2):76–84.




OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/contact.gif





