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h ) AR < the scale . > N " N 5 tems Required tems Required L o an estimate of test reliability under violation of two

creating scoring guidelines for missing data. for Epidemiological Studies Depression Scale (CES-D), BPI-SF (n = 150) * The application of the 50% rule and other rules of N - s .

« Patient-reported outcomes research commonly uses the “50% Irrltal;Ie Boyvel Syndrome Quality of L.|f_e Questlo_nnalr(_e (IBS- Severity of Pain n 083 2 065 3 o7 thumb may b(_e too liberal for some sub_sc.ales and 1993;53:33-49. B ) )
rule” which indicates that an overall or subscale score can only be Compute QOL)® Medical Outcomes Study Cognitive Questionnaire = = = too conservative for other subscales within the 3. Osburn HG. Coefficient alpha and related internal consistency

alpha-if-item-deleted 10 A Impact of Pain on Daily Function 7 0.94 g 0.91 2 0.71 q A g reliability coefficients. Psychological Methods 2000;5:343-55.
: : . (MOS-Cog)" Medical Outcomes Study Sleep Scale (MOS- same instrument because item and instrument B

computed if at least half of the items of the instrument or subscale for the set of i l o 8 . A CES-D (n = 850) 2 091 19 0.90 9 073 X N . . . .
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— Item 5 had the lowest alpha-if-item-deleted (0.79) so it was removed. calculated with the recommended allowable number of items Overall 28 0.96 14 0.88 7 0.74 LIMITATIONS 14. Frank L, Kleinman L, Farup C,Taylor L, Miner P Jr.
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2. Only the number of items permitted to be missing according to Step 4:The remaining 6 items had an alpha of 0.73. Somnolence, 6-item Sleep Problems Index, and 9-item Sleep Stool 5 087 3 0.75 3 0.75 CelTefliyy e (i e off vl eeves (@), in patients with chronic low back pain. Eur J Pain 2006;10:209-
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number of items needed to calculate a reliable scale score for an 5 083 079 = = —~ PACQLQ Overall and Emotional Functioning (conservative) vs. PACQLQ Activity Limitations (liberal) o ) o ) ResearchTriangle Park, NC 27709
individual. . . ) } ) . * Missing data scoring guidelines, especially the .
6 0.86 0.82 076 069 — PAC-QOL Overall, Worries and Concerns, and Psychosocial (conservative) vs. PAC-QOL Satisfaction (liberal) D G L0, I R R Phone: +1.702.818.4249
= D BDEESCR G, 00 (E2 an ell i SOz, fin mimn 7 0.84 — — — — PAC-SYM Overall (conservative) vs. PAC-SYM Abdominal Symptoms and Rectal Symptoms (liberal) idi ; Fax: +1.702.818.4249
recommended by Streiner and Norman€ for group-level 8 086 083 076 070 : y p Y p' . content validity of the scale. E-mail: ccoon@rti.org
comparisons. The alpha for the stepwise method should usually be 9 038 085 079 o © (?verall alphas are larger for scales where the develf)per gu|de||n_es are too conse_rvat.lve r_ather than too — Allowing for a certain number of missing items Presented at: ISPOR 15th Annual International Meeting
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