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Huussasiifiarududouiintunde Wy
ANURNEN (well-being), AMNMTIN (quality
of life)

ALABINIRUUA MY WS T RLTY
AINETT YIAYABINTN NSV ABIDTAY
nsiavensussifivaunmilaziBeonsouty
msldunsingunimiloUssiiunadwinig
gunmdifuuusssiey amnude  Anugdn
anAR uazwnAnssudng o tddanfedestu
5T IUATAIMANATY YAINSNINTUINE
Fsdndudosndenlduinsinguamiianunsa
Ussidudeing q wanildedagniessiug s
sagdsdsanudululfuarauduawesnis
Uszifiusng deazdsnalvinadmsiiduuusssy
wianifansauUsiasudunsuuuiianuse
thludnauagdoasls

PNUAHANINGI UATIRFUANTeQn1AN
TveelunylfiRvionside luiazduuns
Iatynannsmsnsurmddugiussidiu (ating
scale) ¥30 L,Lwaaumuﬁl,wiazqﬂﬂaﬂizLﬁumum
(questionnaire)  @INAMARNIIWAUINNTIA
gunmdituann dludwaunestaiiuinane
fvsiifiauningauazamnimin fldunsiads
Sududesdarudidosiuluniadonuinsiads
nan  NMsnsuisnuandRvewnTInguamn
religldunsinanunsadilagndeugauts
vosusiaranasin wavannsaidenldumsind
fnunmuasmEnzauiuurowula

unanudiitagUszasdiiazdiauedonis
fnsanlumaidenliuasinguaw  usiilos
Mnemanslusuilisees Beauasaududeu
1 finusiendmisdonsfivisandosiy
iy Tulssuiigidemafinnuiiuan
vy unANutiagndmisemewdyniléTunis

goufuaganuavindy  Sesenudidesdy
Tuunaruiinagmne fudldunsinguam
usidwsugiiFesnsiaIAT IngUn T U
BN @W@ummﬁnmmﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁmau (1,2)

UANANNITATRTININTINVOININTINRE?
Usgifufiasadefslunisuszidunmain
WNTINGUAMN Av (3)

1. anudedald (reliability)

a. Anunaunaunigly (interal con-
sistency)

b. armidedeldszminedussidiu  (in-
terrater reliability) wazaudedelasunis
NAEBUT (repeat reliability) 3sena3endnde
wilsihmsnaaeu-nsnaaeulv (test-retest)

2. ANUgNADY (validity)

a. AnugniasiuLiion (content va-
lidity)

b. ANUYNABIMUNAA (criterion va-
lidity)

c. ANUYNABINULATIEI (structur-
al validity) ¥38A11UgNABIAIUNITATI (con-
struct validity)

Tumshenuidladestuieafuauie
folauarAanugnaes  {lenaueainnign
auamidesnsinidutdmiunsdsdiuvie
ooy nuidedeldgliannisinznguiuves
nfidauuth
mlndlAssvesgeaideiuiiififeansds (U
i 1)

Fomsfiansandinauudrdnoglungu]

duAugNFesENNTaglavn

AsNAdBULUUS LR (Classical Test Theory,
cT) Fadungquiignldumareduludy ud
528 ndANNITUMUANITNOUAUIVDITY
U9 (Item Response Theory, IRT) Wulglunig
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4 A Taiald (reliability) 7

AIMONADY

nsdenidunsingunm 51

(validity)

UM 1. wandbiiuisnnudedelduazanugniewesnasingunn
A wesianaasiinnudetialiuazanugniesas Wisualeugagalnsinenguivesslnatauazyndiu

Ingjeglndynaudnatsveth

@

wansbiiuiedgmuesnisteilddithuidunienguiusiey (rnuwelioldgusmnugnieosi)

wandliiuinfinisBadldne usgaiBaliinznguiu (rnudedields uraugnsiasdigset)

D wansbiiuiinsBeisliinenguuazliviui (mnudeiieldduazaugnsioin)

Uszillunnasinaunineme Faunanuilagnand
fanguimsvegeunuunaay Wudulvguas
naMfangu)NIIReUANRITIETaNedIY

ﬂ']Wi’J&I‘ZJEJ\‘i%J']C‘]i’S'ﬂE!‘Uﬂ'IW

feuldunnsinguam  fldaisvihanudila

AUNINTINVBININTIANDU FUsENAUNIE

€

o

mqﬂismﬁma\‘imﬁm (purpose of measure-

ment), Uszlnnvesteya (types of data) &

111A153A (measure administers) ﬁgﬂﬂimﬁu
wagianlglun1susziliu (completion time)

TUsLAIAYDINITIN

TgUszasfvean1slduinsinavninels
wuslalu 3 Usziam (1) Ao

1. iensuszidiu (evaluation) Tnewamny
ANUTULTIVRALIAYTONNIEN UM WU
LUUUsEEUANTULTIYeIAN NS N
World Health Organization Disability Assess-
ment Scale, Version 2.0 (WHODAS 2.0) (4)

2. \ien53fiadelsA (diagnosis) WU wuy
Uszifiuifion1sidadelsaniadanefisenia
Mini-International Neuropsychiatric Inter-

view (5)



52 Feshundnvans 2560:56(1):

3. len13vhune (prediction) dvldUseiiu
deviunganzysguamlueuian 1wy Apgar
score fldUsTITusNUsAAA BV AEMS
guamvesmsnluewan  (6) ATINEINMN
Ussnniisiuulsiinniin desnianilden
wagldnaunulunisfinenunagwsnisgunn

winsnasinguamandngasiauniudie
Tgusvasdlatnguszasdnils  udunanasia
p1aldlavaneinguszasd wu 9-tem Patient
Health Questionnaire (PHQ-9) awsald
Uszidiunrmsuusavedsaduaiild  Tuvasi
AzuuLRRdaf 9/10 AldAnnsedlsaTuailsl (7)

Uszinnvasdoya

Wudgaiuteyanieana Jeyailaainuing

Toguaweranuslailu 4 Ussian (1) fe
1. foyausziamTonieUszan  (nominal
or categorical data) wiilun1sduiindeya
pnasinsldfmiauunuAeng ¢ 1w female = 0,
male = 1 wideyaussianillianasodeaddy
nunlutesle
2. Yoyaussiand1diu (ordinal data) 3

NSIERLAINLENDUUIAYBINITIAY  WAT

e

ATLULUDY PHQ-9 Wiy 20 fAMuLAS1dINn
ﬂdﬁ;:iﬁﬁﬂml,uu PHQ-9 15 AZWUY, WAZAUNL
ATLULUDY PHQ-9 WAy 15 fAdul@s1uIn
AngAdiaziuy PHQ-9 10 Azwuy oenslsfinu
ANULANASAY 5 AZLUNYDIANULASLUEDS
anneiananenaldwiniuile

3. deyauswinnszezyns(interval data) Uoya

D

<

Mdudavusazss Wy 3 AU 2 way 2 AU 1

)

fsggiaviniu 1 wilouiu udA1lannis
991991071 0 e segeiy gl Pedlan

Juuinvseauila

4. JayaUsslangnsndiu (ratio data) AR
pRsfutoyaUssanIzesving uiamaaTiLe
nMsin Ae 0 (WifiAndnau) wnsinguam
Ussianiifesinn uaveradesdinnsdnuniy
ogfnouTsazdoldindudouaUsziansn
#9039 WU Myles uagmauglavinnisane visual
analog scale (VAS) ﬁi%’fmmmﬂmiu;:iﬂawé’a
M1dR uaznUTIAzULL VAS AlETanatan
fnaanUiLuuteyauseandnsadInasa (8)

1MN1590 (measure administers)

e

wiazuInsInguaInarseyEiin1sinll
Faau Feorautsoanliiu

1. wesindivilaefduntval  (interview-
administered measures) faunwallvinzuuy
Tunesinlagendetoyanlsaniing adiae
N13ATIVINNLUALAITAUAN  NITATIIN
HoWTR wasiauszianionnGendnienis
11 rating scale

2. wwsiaividienues  (self-adminis-
tered measures) %Qﬁﬁ@ﬂ?@lﬁﬂﬁiﬁgﬂﬂaﬁ
dosgnusnduduipey  wnsTaussanin
158717 WUVEDUAIY (questionnaire)

3. wnstaivinlasgraniedquagvie
(proxy-administered measures) Fafifeuuy
aouanuilligAviedguavesynnadidedldsy
msUszdiudugpeu

mnmii’mqmmwmmﬁ’uawﬁwﬁwmagﬂ
wuuiielAldle Ui iavaneUssam 1wy
World Health Organization Disability Assess-
ment Schedule 2.0 #¥avindulanunsaldls

v siniaanuguuy (@)
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e

anussiiu
lunsfnwauautdnng o vewnsin

v 1

AN®IAITIIANUF IR UAUNANUTLYINTA T bU

o q

v

MsAnwsheinndeadsiuggnusziliufiinds
riesinlllivield  wiiesdunnsin
weatu mnldlulssansauazndy Aaauda
yosnmsinferaasululs 1wy nisdnwiny
naunaunigluwes Montreal Cognitive Assess-
ment (MoCA) Tuffgsengiifinnsdnuigs (A
lRABYeY MoCA Winfu 26.5), fgeenesily
(Auadsres MoCA Wiy 23.8) uavigseng
fiflnnuiiaUnAvesauss (Fldeves MoCA
Wiy 21.0) Bernstein wagmug (9) wunAn
Cronbach’s alpha Suamzamma;uﬁﬂ’nw,mﬂ
#1917 AB 0.5, 0.6 kay 0.8 AuaeU

waldlunsuszdiu (completion time)

P Y] o ¢ = v
Aldunsinarsandataaannsesldlunis
Usziliunazduiindeyaiaue  n1sldniailunis
Uszifluuuiuldenailiggnussidulisu
= Gl 1 5 a" Y o I3 a v
Tevsslunslanazlramauniuainuduasala

ANUEeRald (reliability)

euiediold vneds sedunuRaAIREoY
8411530 (Mmeasurement error) ﬁLﬁm%ﬂumm
o (3) wesiafinesiinurainindeution
Wionandntumnils Ae SanlndAaRusievnnis
adluggnusziiuiiinnzmaguaminilou
i (reproducibility)  avidedieldenauys
ponlodu 2 Ussinlng 9 Ao Anunaundu

nsdeniduesinauam 53

aely  uaranuelalisenineussiliuuag
ANUNITVINGD

AUNANNAUNTY U

Aunaunaunely A SEAUANUEUNUS
vourarsede (item) Tuiasin n1suseiiiu
awduuEiarnsEnuINAsT ansonnsTn
g0t (subscale) Mflanuduiiuien (unidimen-
sionality) ity 3aRldUeslunsuansieny
Judifieniufe msieseidade  (factor
analysis) Inga1ataenli38153 (exploratory)
"39708UGY (confirmatory) MMUAIULALZE

dmivadanioalivesfigalunsusziiu
AMunaunaunelu Ao Cronbach’s alpha (10)
FauanaAsening 0.00 89 1.00 Adilnd 1.00
wanainnesindanunaundunielugs  fd
pousuld #o 0.70:0.90 (11) iosaneniduius
athedeiusuuTetevennasTn wnsIaisl
MUIUTIBUUINTNAAT Cronbach’s alpha
adlude Wy wasTaguamiifiuinni 15 e

Y 9
¥ 1

Podulvajaziian Cronbach’s alpha g9 wiidn

= =

agdimnunaunduneludi (12) AauuInsInn
H9ruusIeatssazial Cronbach’s alpha

$1n71 0.70 Ae1awausule dwmsuA1 Cron-
bach’s alpha 7innndn 0.90 uiiRzgd usif

al

Y9991 UN9S189809URTIAUUNaI IR luES
Aanefulnnuly
ANRAYANNFUNUSTENINII18UD (average
1199 mean item intercorrelation) Jusnevdl
& g v a =
PN UsEuAMUNaunaUN18lurDILnS
o Y o v ad a Al Ay
Togunn Uefvesiwil Ae Avilalivuiy
FIUIUITEVDVDIUINTIA (13)
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anudedolddunisinguazszving
RUszidiu

wdnnsddnlunsuseliuenudedeld e
nsUssiudnazwuuildainnisusadiuunn
niwmisadiludgnussidueuindednaiinng
MeEuAnvilowsy  Agdnadiaziuuringy
wisld Taemsuszifiuusazadedosiinmudu
daswuadliidvisnasioru lunissdiut §
UsziliusaslinsunseliannsadnAneures
nsUsziiundaneuld

1. anudedeldszvinaduszidiu (inter-
rater reliability) 11as¥ndivinlaeddunuainie
rating scale miéfaqaﬁmmL%aﬁalﬁszwjmﬁ
Uszdiuluseiugs mndanuseiliuinnizavnn
WA wadWS (Azuuy) vewmsindildain
AUsEIuLsazAUATInALAgaiuLN adnTIly
Voslumsenuussdiuil fo Aenudumiug
seraniuy Sauusldeed

- YoyausELANgnIIdIUNTOTYEEYINg
1l Intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC)
(14) pgn4lsAnu Pearson correlation coeffi-
cient () fignuanliting dosfmmes r lunsdlil
ﬁammliﬂizLﬁui’lwﬁﬂﬁﬂzLLuuqmi'w;iﬂizLﬁu
aN978 (WU U1NNTT 1 AZIUL) BERRBAIA AN T
Algazriiu 19t g ﬁ;:iﬂizl,ﬁuﬁu’qamiwﬁmm
diuiildnsstuae  (disagreement)  wsivnnld
ICC Jaymitazlahingu (15)

- Joyauszanasiu $inld Weighted
Kappa Coefficient (16), (Unweighted) Kappa
Coefficient (17) pgnalsAinu Spearman corre-
lation coefficient (rs), ﬁgﬂﬁ’mﬂ;ﬁﬁ’m wAN9Y
wullgynheadudunsld r denannuiudl fe
s p1adimgalnefiiussdiuiansnedaaiiy

wnuitldassiuas
- %’a;&a%w‘%aﬂizmw U Kappa Co-
efficient (17)
nsAnwAuEedeldussianiingg
Mnsusediunuuidudasesreiy  (indepen-
dent assessment) laggUseiiiuLAazAUAS
wenfudunvaiuagliavuuy lunsdiiduns
Uszillusau (joint assessment) Wi {Uszid
Audl 1 dunwalfihouaviussiduaud 1 uas
2 (Meu1nndn)  wennuliezuwuundsieinla
Judasereiuegraunass  nsuseiusaalu
Snvnuziionailildmaduiusganiia
Juasala
UINANTOIIAVDY  Pearson r uag
Spearmanrssanaudinseualudnuaeil
fafldodrdnifinAudn Ao anunsaldldiutoya
flFngussduiio 2 aui
méusyavisveseudeield (reliability
coefficient) ansnsaudanaldsad tosnin 0.40
- §n, 0.40-0.59 = weld, 0.60-0.74 = 7 uay
0.75-1.00 = fixn (18)

2. anuidedeldussnmiinen (repeat reli-
ability) snasinguamiidesiinanuasit mng
gnuszifiufiguany (@desnsin) Al Azuuy
flFndgnuszdiumslndidestunnads mom
L%aﬁalé’ﬂszmm’féwﬁwiammi’mﬂizmm
wuudeuauann  Fitlies Ao msliign
Uszidlumeuuuudauanuunnni 1 ads wdath
adns (Azuuw) Aldunmauduiudiu

33n15m19adaTldlunsfuaumien
Fuseansvesnnuideieldussaniingt (re-
peat reliability coefficient) kazn1swusnaay
AdNBARITUISsAdLUsEAvBveseude
foldszminaguseiiiu egslsAinuidlesainnis
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Anwanudedeldussiamyhansinihenlaiiy
1 pds fussifiuusareainddoyaluifu 2 gn
afanltlunsmanuduiusuuuiugisens
dnldla W Pearson r dmsuteyaussiny
SNIIEIUNIDILELU, Spearman rs @MU
Toyauslana1ay, Cohen’s Kappa dwsu
Toyateviouszion filvrmnguisinuuesiy
wasiafivziuldninainaasicanude
foldUssinvvingnlaidendn 090 uazanas
Satagianlflunsideasisanudedeld
Uszamvinaalaifesndn 0.70 (19)
Jaymiidaietulunismanudede
Wssanil Ao mavieglslidedielddn §
gnuszdiuldannsadidmeuiililundsdeu
1§ wiinglifinnsfinuniidaau LLGiI}EL%EJTU’]Zg
dulngeonsun NSABULUUNAGBUTTIVNG
fusgnates 2 duaidudsiivensulalunis

AnwAnudedaleussnni (20)

AUgNABRY (validity)

pugnasatuiiladdguenasingunmn
Lidnnesineslinnu@edooda  wn
wnsinduldaiuisainnirgnieguaini

FoenTinldegugneas wnsintuliiivsslend

arugniasduiiion (content validity)

Augniesuieviunisyseifiud
Metdovesnsinfgitesuazasauagunn
FuvesnEsguWIFessUszliy Tuns
UssifiunrugndesUssinnd difmunnasin
fuandiiiuitnedenusngléuegaals
Wnsinaufidunneu, nsduNwalUszIY
wIaRgnUszliy, nMsdananandin, AU

nsdeniduasinauam 55

VOB, WAMSANYIITER, uuIAe,
nuisng 9 (19) fegeiiiuliainaswamn
Medical Outcomes Study (MOS) 36-item
short-form health survey %38 SF-36 agnuU
eetelunasiadiiiugiunanuunndii
auamUszneuse 8 duiidfey (21)
LLﬁ'jwmiﬂizLﬁummgﬂé}’aqé’mtﬁam
LisnHudeddaimndudou  udfhedelagn
soulUlufamdlafienmanianniull W
wnnidesar 90 sedeiiuaumsgnineen
desnmdusedeiliivsslevdlunisuen
sevinagiifiuaglaifinnensquaindifosnis
Useiiu (22)
‘UizLﬁuejaﬂﬂizﬂﬁwﬁwmm’mgﬂﬁm
e fo eugndesiuntinn (face
validity) Fansiaiinaasidnuiivaauuas
Wl wandesnnslddianzdmsuivin
(argon) lalldmaiumniy Wy A1saudes
Usziaulunanfeaiu) (19)

ANYNADIANMNAIN (criterion validity)

Aienadadanuiiuieriuaugndos
MUATITINUAUANFITUNDAIT Mokkink uae
Aoy Tyuuesiiawzann laguesin Augn
Feanunamivesnsiaaulanisgnivien
[fgufuinasiafinnsgiugavzeninggu
1984 (gold standard or reference standard)
Wity (3)

Snuamesdilafunissensuinnnd fe ms
wUInugnABsmanasisenity - Anugnsieg
wuudiiule (concurrent validity) UagAa1ugn
Aoslun1svinuie (predictive validity) n15@nw)
Augnieiaansuuurildlasnisuseiiv
AgnUssidiugie 2 WaTin WaIAIAIY
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FuitutvdeandIsudisunsyhuiovesieaes
11NN mmgﬂé}’aqﬁ’qaamssmwfﬁmm
wanenefidndey de wandldlunisusadu win
msUszdiulaeldnnnnin 1 wesiafintu
Tunawdedrdiu  asdumsfinwinugnsies
wuunfula

Yszdiuneauw  vasanntuiilanainiulugiamia

LRNINSITUIR ST aula

ﬁﬂ%’%ﬂmaé’wémﬁqmﬂizLﬁuﬁgﬂﬂimﬁu%ﬂﬂ%ﬂ
azLi*;luﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂw%ﬁammmgﬂé’faﬂumw‘hma

1. annugnesuuuldniuld (concurrent
validity)
fnvlasnisSeuiisunzuuuiléainuins

nsAnwALgnABuUiula

i’mﬁauhﬁ'ummi’mﬁﬁag}au lngaaINInTin
Ifdsgifiunngguamagdnuluaifeliu
mmi’mauﬁgﬂﬁwmLﬂ%’&lmﬁsuéfmﬁmm—
§1ug9 (gold standard) lunsdliunasiaihin
inlfivseuiiouiinnsgiugann mduuszans
YOIAMUANNUS (WU A Pearson r #30 Spear-
man rs) SEIATLUURlENTIEe RS IAA
AISIA1E9N (WY 11N 0.80) UAVINUNAS
SofiiulfiTeuifisuiininsgiuillgann
AnduUsAvsvnInudITUS ST 9E0 RS
Fanludndusiaadirngannn (W 0.30-0.80) us

Adulsyavaisnng 0.30 wansasuuuils
Mninasiaaesliduiusiuas (19)
MIBE19UINTANYIANUYNABIL UL
fuld Ao nisUssliunsBuaiitugiie trau-
matic brain injury U489 Fann uagane (23) A1
Pearson r U8IARLLTILFINVBIMUUAB AN
PHQ-9 (7) Aumzluuved Hamilton Rating
Scale for Depression (HRSD) (24) wifiu 0.78
lesanmsUssifiuanuguusiveanIsduei
laiflanms¥aifannsgiugann A1 Pearson r =
0.78 Fudiswelandr Uszneudu  PHQ-9
Huwuvaevanuitazaanlunislduinnit HRSD
(@asfodliymannsunndlumsusudiy)  uuugeu
2 PHQ-9  Fsuazsensulimhunlduseidiu
n5aAsbugU8 traumatic brain injury o
2. anugndeslumsvitung nsAnwn
AnugndpuuYigansavinlalagliuing
Savaulavsadiudon  udsandulugmils
uéTeUszifiudssvninguiAndeansiad
Aoy msAnwAnsgniesUssaniinley
umsinguamiliteyatevioussion  ms
Wisuileuaiildszwinansianeaesinlg

% d‘
NANBFULUUAINITIN 1

A15199 1. ANUFURUSSENIIRaNISAEaURUNsivsaliiilse

NAN1INAGDU 15 ERH N7

il Laidd
wan1snageuluuan a (HaUINGNADY) b (HAUINLIA) a+b
wan1sneaeuuay ¢ (HaAULIA) d (Haaugnae3) c+d
pet WAV a+c b+d N

-k wansliiiudy anesTaausassytansilsaldauiodls divledulsailonaunn
Ueaiiidlanazgnszyindilsa gaslunisduin Ae a/ (@ + o)
- ANUTANIZINZAY wandliiudnasTaaunsassydenishifilsaladiiedla

gnslun1sAIn Ao d / (b + d)

AnLkUagan Gordis L (2016)(25)
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- #18819984N13ANBIAUYNABY
Ussavidl Ao msweanudesduins iy
FIUIEAITAEVOINTUSAAATIAADALUUATU
wondadinzuun Apgar 71 5 wiftszning 0 B
3 §9 Casey uazAne WUTISAUSARAWENT
fonadedinuniy 1,460 wh nan1senwl
wansliiliiui Apgar score Wumnasingunim
ﬁﬁmmgﬂﬁaﬁumiﬁm’mgﬂ (25) (26)

AUYNABIATULATIEINN (structural
validity)

AnugnaesnulasiassingnAnuilunsdl
Alsifunnsiaduiiininsgiugauazadionds
fusnasieiiala Ghldlianansadnweugn
Fownuinaeils)  BeAUTENEUYRIAUYNABY
aun1stassadisetaunudlaiduniugnees
LUUBEAIN (discriminant validity) wagAIu
gﬂé\’aumuévﬁ"] (convergentce validity) §U
LUUTBINIANIIATIgNFBIADIUTENNTT
Ao suandliliudsrussTuvzo LS
Fusgrafifedidyresuinsiniianlafudn
wnsiaviaiinguivienaniiidesesiuain
ANUNTOANUFURUSAINAIUINOURED Ay
Ay

A79819784N13ANYIAIUYNABIAIUNTT
lasasefe NsANIAINNABILUULENAIN
fwudn fiflezuuy PHQ-9 (nsinnsdy
1M5) @9 edAzuul SF-20 RTIRgUN1Y)
sndifiasiuy PHQ-9 i1 eehsdiduddny
yn3add wenaini msdnwaugndesiuyg
NFaINUBNMmIEI AkULYes PHQ-9 duiius
uaIN1Ie 6 AuYes SF-20 egiltudAny
yaadd (7) nsfnendvildingeinanside
lueinununesessuigiieduiasidavanie
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unaglaiFae

anugnaesnuliade (factor validity) A
fednduvsuidunisvesnugndessiiunig
Tassada udsiaunnsinduuds i
ffnviinns@nwianugndesnuiadeiiiuby
Woatuayunguifauayuiingaunimg
naadluanedid (dimension) agnslsinu A3
Fiaszaitlade (factor analysis) Aldlunisdn
winnugniesUssanidauulsusldun
Wy 1Assaievestlade (factor structure) Ue4
Childhood Trauma Questionnaire luw1e
WazUANIAMULANANAY (26, 27) uenanil
n9ATziladedienanuinnsinlilanng
asamnuvguiililumsiananesinfld
Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale
(PANSS) fiundulaelinguiitennislsain
(psychotic  symptoms) maqﬁﬂm‘[ﬁﬂ%mm
(schizophrenia) & 3 &if (27, 28) WsNan1s
Anrwidedelunendmuiwnesinii 5 87
(28, 29)

msiesevtdaduusnanliiigainguii
Tiaununnsaudidioratarlddnuieds
aundgnufsaiunsianguinedeiiegluinng
ToAlel WU Amphetamine Withdrawal Scale
anwantulaglildsilddifvesernisaou

=3

gueulaniiy wiflevhmsieseitadeiny
Jnas1iaiienaUseneudie 3 TRnseuasin
g98 (29, 30)

anulasanisasunyas (sensitivity to
change)

{3291 uiaitudalianuladonis
LﬂﬁﬂuLLUaaLﬂuﬁﬂﬂszLﬁwﬁmaammgﬂﬁm
sulassase wansidiuinanasinfitllassadng
7 asfin1sdsunlaiwesnsuuueg19IniE)
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LﬁamwmqqmmwﬁﬂﬁzLﬁuﬁmim?{wwaq
U 1w nan1s@nw1vee Wlodyka-Demaille lag
Aauy FIMU AzLLL Neck Pain and Disability
Scale finsasuuvandiigaidiedieidni
91MsUnmeDIUAUlY (30, 31)

NouNIINBUAURIT18Ya (Item response
theory)

Tuvauziinguinsmaseunuuiaiu (classi
caltest theory) WUNSANINTNTILVDILAT
FovFounindesilussdusznouvosunns
fosam nouinnouaussesedoitiuiing
Anwmetefivszneutudunasinasshildi
Taomnuiiduaiuiuuasu Fliuimns
fadwmuituludrmdadnldieaemgui
Uszneuiulumsfnwnaaudfvesnnsin

nauinmovauessedeFugniulily
nuATeRuMSEnwRIuTasT A, 1970-1979
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(%
aa A

LWIRAnANaDIUTEN1IVOIVD MU A Az
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mmmLwﬂﬁ'ﬂL'%&Juﬁﬁmul,uuiwiﬁqqaaﬂ
i Eeuivhazuuussilden
mnidmguaananuildiuseveluuins
TNYOUNUNEAINI  AZLUUYBILAALI18TB LY
UIATIAAITHUNUSAUAL UUUSINYDINIATIA
tu warluusiasde fussidiudnilug/liansls
ﬂzLLuuqqmrm%awil’mmLﬁulﬂmiu (WU Sovay
90 %aaijﬂizLﬁ‘lﬂ,ﬁﬂzLLuuqqmrm‘%asil"]mﬂu
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aanannula

Symptom 2 fidnwae shift-to-the-right wansliiuinfienvieguuseintuiweneuiimuedionnsil

1

wenanil Symptom 2 Sefianudus wansliiiuiensillduensenirdiviedesuasiiivisunnlelid



1710 ASGININY

Toufieslddnouiiuansdrafundelddndae
nsUssiivludnuasiliifodonamzin DI
ferential Item Functioning (DIF) Faanusn
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Selecting health measurement scales: basic issues for

considerations

Manit Srisurapanont

Department of Psychiatry, Faculty of Medicine, Chiang Mai University

At present, people have more needs on health. It is, therefore, necessary for medical
professionals to elaborately measure or evaluate health. Health measurement scales for
evaluating health abstract outcomes, eg, beliefs, feeling, attitudes, and behavior, has been
more and more involved in health assessment. Health professionals, therefore, need
competency in selecting health measurement scales, including the feasibility and cost-
effectiveness of assessment. In doing so, they will be able to convert such abstract out-
comes into scores, which can be further computed and communicated. This article de-
scribes key issues for consideration in applying health measurement scales in clinical
practice or research. Scale users should, firstly, consider the scale overview and, then,
apply the classical test theory to determine the scale reliability and validity. Knowledge
on item response theory can be additionally used with classical test theory and will be
helpful to determine item properties. After all properties are taken into account, scale
users would be able to choose the scales appropriate for their work. Chiang Mai Medical
Journal 2017;56(1):49-31.

Keywords: measurement, assessment, reliability, validity




