
Appendix C 

Psychometric properties of research assessment tools selected for the study 

Instrument Reporter Validity Reliability 

PRIME Early 

Psychosis Screener (1) 

Youth r = 0.56 with SIPS  α = 0.88 

PTSD Checklist 

Civilian Version - 

PCL-C (2, 3) 

Youth r = 0.61 with Trauma Symptoms Checklist α = .94 

Test-retest r = 0.66  

Columbia Impairment 

Scale – CIS (4) 

Youth Canonical correlation with ten indicators of 

psychological dysfunction: r = .51 

Internal consistency: α = 0.70 

Test-retest: ICC = 0.63 

Parent Canonical correlation with ten indicators of 

psychological dysfunction: r = .81 

Internal Consistency: α = 0.85 

Test-Retest: ICC = 0.89 

Strengths and 

Difficulties 

Questionnaire – SDQ 

(5, 6) 

Youth Higher rate of independent DSM-IV diagnosis 

associated with higher SDQ scores for all subscales 

Total difficulties: α = .80, test-retest r = .62 

Emotional symptoms: α = .66, test-retest r = .57 

Conduct problems: α = 0.60, test-retest r = .51 

Hyperactivity: α = 0.67, test-retest r = .60 

Peer problems: α = 0.41, test-retest r = .54 

Prosocial behavior: α = 0.66, test-retest r = .51 

Impact: α = 0.81, test-retest r = .21 

Parent Higher rate of independent DSM-IV diagnosis 

associated with higher SDQ scores for all subscales 

Total difficulties: α = 0.82, test-retest r = .72 

Emotional symptoms: α = 0.67, test-retest r = .57 

Conduct problems: α = 0.63, test-retest r = .64 

Hyperactivity: α = 0.77, test-retest r = .72 

Peer problems: α = 0.57, test-retest r = .61 

Prosocial behavior: α = 0.65, test-retest r = .61 

Impact: α = 0.85, test-retest r = .57 

Global Appraisal of 

Individual Needs - 

Short Screener – 

GAIN SS (7) 

Youth Total disorder screener: r = .94 with GAIN-I Severity 

Internalizing: r =.89 with GAIN-I Internal 

Externalizing: r =.88 with GAIN-I Behavior 

Substance use: r =.92 with GAIN-I Substance 

Total disorder screener: α = 0.87 

Internalizing: α =.74 

Externalizing: α =.76 

Substance use: α =.76 



Crime/violence: r =.86 with GAIN-I Crime/Violence Crime/violence: α=.72 

Burden Assessment 

Scale - BAS (8) 

Family 

member 

Higher scores in an actively service-seeking sample  α = 0.91 and 0.89 in two different studies 

Assessment of Quality 

of Life-6D – AQOL-

6D (9, 10) 

Youth In an older adult sample: 

 Physical factor: r = 0.73 (physical function 

SF-36) 

 Psychological factor: r = –0.74 (mental health 

SF-36) 

In a youth sample: 

 Lower utility scores among obese youth 

compared to youth with a healthy weight  

In an older adult sample: 

Physical ability: α = 0.86 

Relationships: α = 0.63 

Mental health: α = 0.79 

Coping: α = 0.73 

Pain: α = 0.84 

Senses: α = 0.50 

 

Continuity of Care in 

Children’s Mental 

Health - C3MH (11, 

12) [42] 

Youth Total continuity: r = .82 with CSQ 

Management: r = 0.71 with CSQ 

Informational: r = 0.58 with CSQ 

Relational: r = 0.84 with CSQ 

Management, collaboration: α = 0.77 

Informational,  provider knowledge: α = 0.90 

Relational, interpersonal: α = 0.93 

 

Family 

member 

Management, collaboration: r = 0.76 with CSQ 

Management, transitions: 0.74 with CSQ 

Informational,  provider knowledge: r = 0.63 with 

CSQ 

Relational, interpersonal: r = 0.62 with CSQ 

Relational, consistency: r = 0.73 with CSQ 

Management, collaboration: α = .83 

Management, transitions: α = .80 

Informational,  provider knowledge: α = .89 

Relational, interpersonal: α = .93 

Relational, consistency: α = .86 

Ontario Perception of 

Care Tool for Mental 

Health and Addictions  

– OPOC (13) 

Service 

users 

Access: r = 0.49 with the CSQ 

Services provided: r = 0.56 with the CSQ 

Participation/rights: r = 0.51 with the CSQ 

Therapists/support workers/staff: r = 0.54 with the 

CSQ 

Environment: r = 0.50 with the CSQ 

Recovery/outcome: r = 0.54 with the CSQ 

Service quality: r = 0.62 with the CSQ 

Discharge: r = 0.49 with the CSQ 

Access: α = 0.87 

Services provided: α = 0.89 

Participation/rights: α = 0.87 

Therapists/support workers/staff: α = 0.92 

Environment: α = 0.89 

Discharge: α = 0.91 

Overall experience: α = 0.91 

Youth 

Efficacy/Empowerme

nt Scale - YEES (14) 

Youth Higher scores among youth more satisfied with their 

treatment plans compared to less satisfied 

Self: α = 0.852 

Services: α = 0.833 

System: α = 0.882 



Family Empowerment 

Scale – FES (15) 

Family 

member 

Family: κ = 0.83 

Service System: κ = 0.70 

Community: κ = 0.77 

Overall: κ = 0.77 

with independent clinician ratings 

Family: α = 0.88, test-retest r = 0.83 

Service System: α = 0.87, test-retest r = 0.77 

Community: α = 0.88, test-retest r = 0.85 
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