Table 1. Overview of tools and their characteristics
	Tool
	Time to administer (min)
	Number of items, (n)
	Measurement properties examined
	Area of concern

	Absenteeism Screening Questionnaire (ASQ)

	5-10 min
	22
	Validity [1]
Predictive ability [1]
	Back

	Blue flags*
	5-10 min
	14
	Validity [2]
	Generic

	Brief Screening Questionnaire

	1-2 minutes
	3
	Predictive ability [3]
	Back

	Fear-Avoidance Beliefs Questionnaire (FABQ)*

	5-10 min
	16
	Reliability [4-8]
Validity [4-12]
Predictive ability [7, 10, 13-18]
Responsiveness [5]
	Back

	Graded Reduced Work Ability scale (GRWA)*
	3-5 min
	6
	Reliability [18, 19]
	Generic

	Job Leeway scale
	5-10 min
	18
	Reliability [20]
Validity [20]
	Generic

	Modified version of the spinal function sort 
(M-SFS)
	5-10 min
	20
	Validity [21]
	Back

	Norwegian Function Assessment Scale (NFAS)*

	10-15 min
	39
	Normative data [22]
Reliability [22]
Validity [23, 24]
Discriminant ability [25]
	General MSD

	Örebro Musculoskeletal Pain Questionnaire 
(OMPQ) – 25* / Acute Low Back Pain Screening Questionnaire 
(ALBPSQ)*

Örebro Musculoskeletal Pain 
Screening Questionnaire-short form 
(OMPQ-SF) – 10*



Örebro Musculoskeletal Screening Questionnaire 
(OMPQ)- 21


Örebro Musculoskeletal Screening Questionnaire (OMSQ) -short version 12
	5-10 min





3-5 min





5-10 min




3-5 min

	25 / 20





10





21




12
	Validity [26-29]
Predictive ability [26, 27, 29-37] / Validity [38]
Reliability [38, 39]
Predictive ability [33, 38-42]
Discriminant ability [41]
Reliability [43]
Validity [43, 44]
Predictive ability [44-46]
Discriminant ability [25]


Reliability [47]
Validity [47]
Predictive ability [48]


Validity [49]
Predictive ability [49]
	General MSD/ Back





General MSD





General MSD




General MSD

	Pain Recovery Inventory of Concerns and Expectations 
(PRICE)
	10-15 min
	46
	Reliability [50]
Validity [50]
Predictive ability [50]
	Generic


	Readiness for return to work scale (RRTW)*
	5-10 min
	22
	Reliability [51]
Validity [51-54]
	Generic

	Return-to-work self-efficacy scale
(RTWSE-19) *



Return-To-Work Self-Efficacy scale
(RTWSE-10) 
	5-10 min




3-5 min
	19




10
	Reliability [55, 56] 
Validity [55-57]
Predictive ability [18, 55, 58]
Responsiveness [56]

Validity [59, 60]
Predictive ability [61]
	Generic




Generic

	Risk factor questionnaire 
(RFQ)
	5-10 min
	25
	Reliability [62]
	Generic

	Erfassung von Funktionsfähigkeit im Beruf (Scales for the Assessment of Functioning at Work) 
(SE-FFB)
	5-10 min
	48
	Validity [63, 64]
Responsiveness [63]
	Generic

	Screening-Instrument zur Einschätzung des Bedarfs an Medizinisch-Beruflich Orientierten Maßnahmen in der medizinischen Rehabilitation (Screening Instrument for Identification of a Demand for Medical-Vocational Oriented Rehabilitation)
(SIMBO)
	3-5 min
	7
	Reliability [65]
Validity [65, 66]
Predictive ability [66-68]
	Generic

	Subjective prognosis of employability (SPE)
	1-2 min
	3
	Predictive ability [69, 70]
	Generic

	Work ability score 
(WAS)
	1 min
	1
	Reliability [71]
Validity [71-73]
Predictive ability [74]
Responsiveness [71-73]
	Generic


	Work Ability Index 
(WAI)*
	10-15 min
	7 
(11 questions)
	Reliability [75]
Validity [75, 76]
Normative data [77]
Predictive ability [18, 78, 79]
	Generic

	Work Functioning Impairment Scale (WFun)
	1-3 min
	7
	Validity [80]
Responsiveness [80]
	Generic


	Work Limitations Questionnaire 
(WLQ-25)


Work Limitations Questionnaire 
(WLQ-16)

	5-15 min



5-10 min
	25



16
	Reliability [81]
Validity [63, 81-84]
Responsiveness [63, 81, 84]

Reliability [85]
Validity [85, 86]
Responsiveness [86]
	Generic 



Generic


	Work Rehabilitation Questionnaire (WORQ)*
	10-15 min
	40
	Reliability [87, 88]
Validity [87-89]
	Generic

	WOrk-Related Questionnaire for UPper extremity disorders 
(WORQ-UP)
	5-10 min
	17
	Validity [90, 91]
	Upper extremities

	Work Role Functioning Questionnaire (WRFQ) *

	10-15 minutes
	27
	Reliability [81]
Validity [63, 81, 92]
Responsiveness [63, 81]
	Generic

	Quickscan Assesses Risk of Long-Term Sickness Absence
	15-20 minutes
	60
	Validity [93, 94]
	Generic

	3 questions for estimating the risk of no RTW
	1
	3
	Predictive ability [95]
Discriminant ability [95]
	Generic


*Available in a Scandinavian language
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