Additional file 2: COSMINs criteria for good measurement properties
Criteria structural validity, Internal consistency, Reliability, Measurement error[image: Et bilde som inneholder tekst

Automatisk generert beskrivelse] (1): 

Criteria EFA/ PCA (2)
[image: ]

Criteria PSI (3): 
Values ≥0.70 and ≥0.90 were considered to indicate adequate reliability for group-level and individual-level applications, respectively. (3)







Additional file 3: Characteristics of the included studies and participants.  

Additional file 4: Results of quality assessment and measurement properties of the individual studies
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Appendix 3. Criteria for good measurement properties

Measurement | Rating | Criteria.
property
G
EFA/PCA: factor loadings of each item on its factor is at least 0.30
AND
‘maximum 10% of the items load on more than one factor
AND
‘minimum explained variance is 50% and structure is in line with the theory
‘about the construct to be measured OR results on scree plot or Kaiser
criterion (Eigenvalues >1) are in line with the theory about the construct to be.
measured
(CFA: CFl o TLI or comparable measure >0.95 OR RMSEA <0.06 OR SRMR <0.08.
IRT/Rasch:
Stctoral * | no viotation of unigimensionality: CFI o TU or comparable measure >0.95 OR
e RMSEA <0.06 OR SRMR <0.08

anp
'no violation of local independence: residual correlations among the items.
after controlling for dominant factor <0.20 OR Q3's <0.37

anp

10 violation of monotonicity: adequate looking graphs OR tem scalability
5030

anp

adequate model it

IRT: X'>0.01

Rasch: Infit and outft mean squares 20.5 and <L.5 OR Z-standardized values >-
2and2

‘CT: not allnformation for ~ reported
IRT/Rasch: model it not reported

Criteria for *+' not met





