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Abstract

The WHO, to define and measure disability and to meet the cross-cultural need for standardization
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of health status, created the World Health Organization Disability Assessment Scale 2.0 (WHODAS
2.0), which is designed to assess and understand an individual’s level of functioning in six major life
domains. In recent years, several researchers have explored the relationship between the WHODAS
2.0 and the perioperative period, which is used better to develop appropriate surgical and rehabil-
itation plans for patients and maximize patient-centered outcomes. This article focuses on the ad-
vances in applying WHODAS 2.0 in the perioperative period to inform perioperative management.
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1. 51§

Bt N 2R S BT AT g, ORI (B AT EI R[] BREEEAH IR R B B
IRIEA RGBT KA, HEARILUGEE LIS REIT G2 2 2 K5 2]. RJe R A7
B AEAN B SEF A 0 B AR, DRIRI PR B2 AR 5 B R VP AL [ AR TR, DME N A 1R Bt 4 (1
LRJ7 k5. H AT WHODAS 2.0 % FHIRHT B AR5 2 RS TEZR WG AR . KA O S 5855 2 1] 1)
KF, WAL B E AN DI LG DL, A 7 B R HE HAR S, (HAE T AR R N DRI R
BrEs ASCHE WHODAS 2.0 72 BRI R AT IR R, W T AR E PR 425 3].

2. WHODAS 2.0 &

1999 4 6 H, AT MR PO B AT A RCPPAl 0 1), 5 T AR 2H 2R e s SR P — e PRk TR A
R A B AR AR R 1 (WHODAS 1), 2004 4EHifiR 7 WHODAS 1 1 $6 55, 2010 4E1H P4
ZUETLIF R T 5o ()t 57 T AR 2H 2R VAl 2 3R 58— hi(WHODAS 2.0) [4]-[6], ‘&L (EPRIIEE. FRix
AU RE 25D (ICF) ML AE S LR, DASST TR 22 Wi i 77 g & N AFEAE SR S sh Fl 2 5 1) 2 R
FREE, $RHL T 053 8Os X H 8 A2 iE B2 IR 2 AT 5 [4] [10] [11]. WHODAS 2.0 [ 45 42 FRFIE AN AENE
o ESEYOEASTIEN ICE #ftE, IFHES CEMIERZE MGt T 0 (DSM) R 2 4E R 3
7%, ST ANLRVHEAELE, B RVEA R A A NG DI S0, AR W] BB A2 2 MR ST
A A WL (1) R A [4]-[6] -

Stefano Federici %5 A\ WHODAS 2.0 i FIG LT RGt s 2, JFEifE 78N AL, T5E3IRe
HIORE. 5 AL, EEESI a2 5. A8 i P AN 10 H #8 A T2 12 I WHODAS 2.0 (DA
TR #X WHODAS-12), 5 TAEMRBIPIANTH A “AEH a7 Mg iiks, LAl 32 i WHODAS
2.0 (L FfaiFX WHODAS-32) [7]. WHODAS 2.0 KR Z M A N REIR G5 15 5 R R 2 18] (1 &2 A0 HLAE
M, BRSEHE A S EZEN, BV S R TIRE, SR T XA N RE SRR R R
WEE, AMUH TR AN DL, BN R TR s, T BB,
HIE T A S RIIREI R, AT LA BT AT ARE[8]. WHODAS 2.0 &£ R i) £24, BEUANAEFD
IR o G A O (JoHEE) 2 5 (R e FE AR ATGIE M) . BA - B it 1 0ok ™
FEFE AR VP Al o 20 B AR 2 ) T e R S RF DA A NI e F R G B . (HE T RS T
a0 TR R, I HIChRAEA RS ST e ToiE 78 2 AR B S0tk BRI ATRZE T . IEAEREAT IR 5T S L
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R I R, I L A DA R v T P R 2
3. BERENX

IR AE T ABOE RS T AR —F DL b, BEE R — M REL R, BNARRE 2, 2
— M I NREE T, MO TS R R RAS (R b e SR B AR AR A3 U N B [9] [11]. 30 4EK,
[ BRik i 7 26 — B M PAEH G A S HE e, DARKEBRIh e TP R 2E(1CF)
BB T —BOR e B MIBER[0]-[11]. SRR — A 5P R 15T B A BERDUAR S 1 h g T %
PRZS, EMSEH RN, X MIIRERY S A 5 2 RAE L 2 51 2 im s PR [11] [12].

4. WHODAS 2.0 # B FARHAR R A

TEFIARE, THRBAAE R — AN EAR T A2 i, BF N SRR R TR A S5 2B 3 o AR A7 2 15
Wi AT H TR 2255 73[13] 0 ARRTHATIRIEVE 0 A B 100 3 AT S 73 2, FLAE 24 1 55 18 Hh I B L
NIz, FFHAADHIFRY, WHODAS 2.0 iF/r#kE, REHRKESET G KE R R, R
J& TilJa Bk Z2[14] [15].

4.1. WHODAS 2.0 REIBY R F

BB BRI () FRE, A HTAEA PP B AR SO R -3 BB, AR A 67 820 AR LA I Dl A £ ) TR
FURREE 7 %8, 7T LA AR JEBRIEAGE T (¥ K 22 (5] [14]. SERTWEFCRH], WHODAS 2.0 RS fRAFHB TR A
JERAANK NGO, 2P o T AR RN A EA TG WS B TR 4R ARSI 2 IEAH5C[15]. Mitsuru
Ida ¢ A WHODAS 2.0 i 5 & A4 HEbRE Y 934 B i AT AR AT VP, 30k 7 WHODAS 2.0 /2 F Al F
AREH AT BT — PO AT AIRE, AR TR, XTI R B AR R VP 7 R 1
fIERIF[16]. ABEFTIEN WHODAS 2.0 ¥F 53 HOME IR P 1k B FE VR i o A8 400 7 302 0 A e A e S
FAET B MO TR 22, R REIX LA MBS 2 AR5 A R 45 R fa I &K [17] . Kayo Uyama 5% A\ ff
i WHODAS 2.0 fEARRT 7 RWIFAL J Shagsksc, JHEARE 3 MAM 1 AR M e RN EA 5%
T, BRI, P T AR B, 120 AR TSGR B AL 1R HBURIEAR S, RATk 512
PEARJEFIA AT EIE 25 HO 1 A S EAR TR PO K[18]. (£ — T TLH, BTN R WHODAS 2.0
TERIFFAE T — MR TIN 70 & 8L L4532 0 BRAR O IEF AR B (ST 8k, 2B b e i
EOFEEH AN S WHODAS P47 M1 B AR AE 55, B30l 22 7045 [T 75%H1A
EFAR 6 MHERLTEIRS, ZHTARNTFARIG 6 A KIZET BN E KRR T B AR AT R LIRS
FIDORERE T, THAS AR B 318 ) AR R B BOF R [19] [20]. Heng-Fei Wu 558 A PR T R AT B S H
BTN ER, e RB VIRl ot IEZ PO « S8 VAR A BBEAFE 8 Ft 638 A B R A DU
o IXRWPIRBTHIR S NSRRI [21] 0 AE— IR EBAE S TT BN AR TR
AT SRR S 2 RN B E TR B 5 UG IR ISR, ERF S AR ) N R AT i, IR R Ba; 2
Fy AEPEAH IS AR AR BT ST AR ZR M AT I T, SRpeRe BB w1 3 2 2 AR W TR 5 H O D i
AT e B PR 225 6 [22] 0 AL —TGURBE TR, W0 SVP Al 7 TR 28552 HH RIB AR S8 (R R i
JE A B (QoL) SR AL HLAE HE(PWB),  FFER T 5 AR B SR T e AR IR 3R, W AR T RIR
JEAETE R M AL O AR BEIEE, logistic [FJH XM R, AR HT WHODAS 2.0 VP B 1 B AR
AT 53 LS BER, DRI D BBl AR S0 R A T AR AR IR VP 53 AT 2T TR 23] JX SR 70 45 R Y
R, RUTHIEGARIGEL ARG AR, WATHERTPARATRI, ISR AR TS RE K0 BIAR ] B
BRLRREE, 8 WHODAS 2.0 (3 Fi 14 7T LAY K- FIAEAHT XU R R TR 23, BT DA T Hide
#eai 2 [24].
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4.2. WHODAS 2.0 RIE8YF

DA Bl AR IR A B G E AR A T, Tt T R ARG ik AR AP R SR b . FARL G4 R dE
RYEE ORI RAE « AERE I R AIA AR A . R H g — TR 2, (R s B AR AR E &2 &
H R EA B AR[25]. RIGHIRIRAEGRRE—ANEER. DUEZE TN, BETHRNESSE, &
BN G148 WHODAS 2.0 HEAT Rl 15 P4k % 28 J 5 R 5 Tk AEAE 22 [26] [27]. Myles %8 AT 2018
5 IAE CRroatk 22D TR — A SAIE PREEA U BTSRRI OR T5 A o R R S A A i
SR B E S RIS (RELIEF BH9T), FELE R NEE ARG 1 FENAAEH WHODAS 2.0 ¥4 < HK
SMER) 25%). IRELJRFREFMFEAR NS 30 RIS, 90 RIS IE B RIEH LRSI AE . FA
ARG BT LA R, MR, R SO ROR S RS Z M (FF8i>6 M H), RIUA
WHODAS 2.0 14> >24 4y, BRI ZER R KIMEN 25%, SHUMEESTRRAE, ©E UK kR A A7
AR N ARG RO 7 R B bs, SIS T BRI SCHE 7L ot « DL S O g /R 7 1) 2 97 28]
HWARYE, HRHEEFARE 6 A PILREAEFRRE, b2 7RSSO BT BRI &
HAE 6 AR LRI AEFRE, WHEREE LR RERITE ARG LS REAEAE, W B
HATE B B RIS A 75 B E A 5 £[29] [30]. Tiziana Galli %5 A LL#: T WHODAS 2.0 5 K Barthel
TRV E BB EREREE RN, MR Barthel 1832 BRI, FONE A EHR AW A, 1
WHODAS 2.0 SR 7070 % FE T A R R AN PRI, X P RR P4l SRR ROZAE IR R S B R A, DA
BRI B B B BRI 4 ML & [31). ST+, WHODAS 2.0 1A, WA
i SRR B 55 R AR S TR AR AT, A R 55 R A e R AR A7 I S (R H B DFS 1) R ) oo B 1 [32]
TE—TRHTAETERA SR FE 2 @A R, WIRAMEE R BTSN PR AR EEH MR AR K2 4
B, AT 4 5 XIS BRI AT AR T-7, POSSUM (ZE AT A ™ B0 T AR5 BET- %,
WHODAS 2.0 #il CFS H TIP3 it &AM BRORILEEFUHB LR G 30 RABT %, 455K, 5
POSSUM #f L, WHODAS 2.0 £ CFS Be B fF TR A [ P8 T2, H B A B 14051 PE[33] - Mark A shulman
NN T R DA R VAL R 2.0 BT3B NG AR B 2 22 R BUR R TR R ROIRAS R4y, 45 A
M 5%, TERFIA B B P A BRI T, B i 2 RS VR 16%, 76 2D
FEG AR 23 R IRV 73y 35%: MRAEIX Leqliih, IR BITF ARG 6 NH, 21%01) B R &N, 73%
() R TE B BB E AT B2 B IRIR S, RJF R DA LIRIPEE 2.0 W21k 5%k DL L, SR E %
MR — B RJGVEAMIET 16% M 835 )8 T HeZ FIERIRAS, "IN TosREe, ivF e 35% 2 LA I
(AT YN 2 /DA th IR R B35 MEFR 9 [34] - Lisette M Vernooij 25 AR T ANREIA J5 O LG (PMI AR
JE AR AIFZ I, LR PMI IR A TS LA G AN RS IR I R A B 858 40 2 T - PMIL 43 9 D IUEEBE (M)
RAEEE DA E ) PMI AT MI DA RFAEL IGRTCAER PMI (PMI A R#4F) . AR FAAE PMIL
PMI oA RF M, FE& LR 6 N BIMREMEK (AT WHODAS 2.0 #Hil), ToHIRAEAFRE LA
WHODAS 1155 <16%. SEIAA G QN EE AT R KRR &, (ARG 6 AN HEREVE AR, Tt
JVIREZE 8 25 AR 5 5 VP 43 N [35] o IXMERfF 5T 45 IR AR T L DI RRR S A F AR BRI BE R G472
FEAEANEIFR EE IR, FRATTAT LI I BV VRAG % 28 B RS B A AR, R E ARATThRe KSR G
TOTRIEAEAT I OCTE, 10T 8 PR LA 15 100 SR BN ) (9 AR T T it DA PR A J5 e e R T ) A

5. ZitE5RE

WHODAS 2.0 fE B FARYIF N &R 2, EAFNEE AFF ARSI AR REAT R A AL
TR, IFBEETAREFNHUG . /1220 20 425, WHODAS 2.0 7E S i i 77 i B 1 EORH)
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Bi[iEi 3 « AR 4%

B FATATLOEE LA S SR B g, i SIRBTARIGUE M WHODAS 2.0 1EAl AR AR /2 75 e
TENBIARIEE ARG ARG TR . H2&, WHODAS 2.0 {56 JRFRYE, E=AETE T AL 5
TAR, MR FEOMEARA I RE, HIk, ERRTEHE TN BB, ERIRIL S BRI
AR, FATRRERITRER T, DR STt . SO BURMERIZEA R @ i, AT
DU PR B HFTH AR I A TR RE LR = WHODAS 2.0 RS, Al BN FFEIRG R b 1T Ok 8 k474
AACTEAL,  FEBE T AT DL R A R P A e o RIS AT 75 2 5 B MR AR SO ks 2 b, R
BEXTBR (4T AR, T DA RE A FH AR ) B RO AR 78 WHODAS 2.0 7E 72 Wi R A5 2 B I8 - Beda s
FATBO T8 OV ETE ) WHODAS 2.0 W78, o Bl AR 88 8 B A SO0 R SR, 1R AR
HITIRAEALR, ISR R TT IR ) JE
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