Additional File 4: Construct Head-to-Head Ratings Comparison Graphs

Figure 12: Acceptability-Intervention
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Figure 13: Acceptability-Implementation

EVIDENCE-BASED ASSESSMENT RATING PROFILE FOR
ACCEPTABILITY-IMPLEMENTATION INSTRUMENTS

SR AR Y _

Evidence-Based Practice Attitude Scale - 50 [38]
Joumnal Club Acceptability Questionnaire [39]
Manual Acceptability Rating Scale [40]

Practitioner's attitud is treatment manuals [41]

Training Acceptability Rating Scale [42]

Training Acceptability Rating Scale-11 [40]

Training/ Practice Acceptability/ Feasibility/Appropriateness Seale [43]

Waorkshop Evaluation Form [44]

] 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

= Internal Consi y  mSt I Validity — ®Predictive Validity = Noms Responsiveness  ® Usability



Figure 14: Adoption
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Figure 15: Appropriateness
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Figure 16: Cost
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Figure 17: Feasibility
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Figure 18: Penetration
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Figure 19: Sustainability
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