ProCite ID: __ __ __ -___

Data Extractor:__(1=Michael,2=Kelly)


DATA EXTRACTION FORM

CRITERIA FOR DETERMINING DISABILITY IN SPEECH LANGUAGE DISORDERS

SECTION 1:  Study Background Information

Date of Review (MM/DD/2001): ____ / ____ / 2001

Tool Used: (specify instrument(s)/version(s) tested first, criterion/reference test next)
Instrument #1:_____________________________________ Version: ___

Instrument #2:_____________________________________ Version: ___

Instrument #3: _____________________________________ Version: ___

Instrument #4: _____________________________________ Version: ___

Population (highlight one):
1= Children <=21
yrs
2=Adults <= 62 yrs

Disorder (highlight one):

1=Not reported

2=Unclear

3=Language



4=Speech

5=Voice




6=Other (specify)








Year Published (YYYY):  __ __ __ __
Country where study conducted: __ __

1=United States


2=Canada

3=Britain/United Kingdom

4=Australia 


5=New Zealand

6=European Country





7=South America





8=Asia








Number of Authors: __ __ (Put 1 if only testing service given)

Surname of First Author








Background of First Author (highlight all that apply):

1=Not reported

2=Unclear

3=Speech Language Pathology

4=Audiology

5=Psychology

6=Neuropsychology

7=Psychiatry

8=Pediatrics

9=Neurology

10=Otolaryngology

11=Education

12=Test agency/publisher

13=Other (specify)




Funding Source (highlight all that apply):

1=Not reported

2=Unclear

3=Consumer/Patient Organization

4=Charity

5=Industry

6=Government Agency

7=Professional Organization

8= Other (specify)




SECTION II:  Overall Study Description

Main Objectives (as described by author, give page and paragraph number in article):

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Study/Evaluation Setting (highlight all that apply):

1=Not reported

2=Unclear

3=Community

4=School:  Preschool

5=School: Elementary School

6=School: Middle/High School

7=Speech/Language Clinic:  Inpatient

8=Speech/Language Clinic:  Outpatient

9=Hospital:  Inpatient

10=Hospital:  Outpatient

11=Other (specify)




Characteristics of Assessors/Evaluators

Number of Assessors/Evaluators (if given): __ __

Background of Assessors/Evaluators (highlight all that apply):

1=Not reported

2=Unclear

3=Speech Language Pathologist

4=Audiologist

5=Psychologist

6=Neuropsychologist

7=Psychiatrist

8=Pediatrician

9=Neurologist

10=Otolaryngologist

11=Graduate Student: (specify discipline)

(





Characteristics of Patients/Subjects

Abstractor:  Add or eliminate groups as required.
Group 1
Defining Characteristic(s)











Co-morbidities: 













Total Number of Patients/Subjects:


Group 1:

#Initially entered study


Dropouts


#


Group 2:

#Initially entered study


Dropouts


#


Sex (#):


Group 1:

Males


Females


Group 2:

Males


Females


Race/Ethnic Group:

	
	Group 1
	Group 2

	Race/Ethnicity
	#
	%
	#
	%

	Not Reported
	
	
	
	

	Unclear
	
	
	
	

	White
	
	
	
	

	Black orAfrican American
	
	
	
	

	Hispanic or Latino
	
	
	
	

	Asian
	
	
	
	

	American Indian or Alaskan Native
	
	
	
	

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	
	
	
	

	Other (specify)
	
	
	
	


Age (Y-M):
Mean


Median


SD


Range



Age Group for Children: (Abstractor fill in as needed/appropriate)
	
	Group 1
	Group 2

	Age Group (Y-M to Y-M)
	#
	%
	#
	%

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


School Grade for Children: (Abstractor fill in as needed/appropriate)
	
	Group 1
	Group 2

	Grades
	#
	%
	#
	%

	Pre-School
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Inclusion Criteria Reported (Highlight one):

1=Yes


2=No


3=Unclear

Page:


Paragraph(s):


1.















2.














3.














4.














Exclusion Criteria Reported (Highlight one):
1=Yes


2=No


3=Unclear

Page:


Paragraph(s):


1.














2.















3.














4.















Study Purpose (highlight all that apply):

Reliability

A. Internal Consistency

B. Test-Retest

C. Inter-rater

D. Intra-rater

E. Other

Validity

A. Content

B. Construct

C. Concurrent

D. Divergent

E. Predictive

F. Other

Normative Data

SECTION III:  Reliability Evaluations

A.  Internal Consistency Reliability Evaluation Description

Description of Study Design (summarize and give page and paragraph number in article)

(Skip only if same as overall design description)

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Dates of Study













(Provide month/year of starting and ending points, if given.)

Length of Study Follow-up











(If follow-up times vary, include the range and mean, median, and/or mode if they are given.)

Study/Evaluation Setting (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Assessors/Evaluators (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Patients/Subjects (Note only differences from overall study):

Statistical Methods Employed--Internal Consistency

What statistics are employed?(Highlight all that apply)

Page:


Paragraph(s):


1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Cronbach’s Coefficient (
4=Correlation Coefficient

5=Item-total Correlation

6=Other (specify)________________

Comments about how statistical methods are applied

Results—Internal Consistency Reliability

Abstractor:  Summarize results, including statistic used, and indicate source of data (page and table number).  Repeat section as necessary for subtests and overall score. 

e.g., (Page 5, Table 2).  Cronbach's alpha for sounds-in-words tests reported for each age group.  Alphas range from 0.XX to 0.XX with a mean of 0.XX.  Alphas reported separately for males (0.XX) and females (0.XX)…..

Page:



Table(s):



Range:



Mean:


Median:


B. Test-Retest Reliability Evaluation;

Description of Study Design (summarize and give page and paragraph number in article)

(Skip only if same as overall design description)

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Dates of Study













(Provide month/year of starting and ending points, if given.) (Skip only if same as overall design description)

Study/Evaluation Setting (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Assessors/Evaluators  (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Patients/Subjects  (Note only differences from overall study):

Statistical Methods Employed--Test-Retest Reliability

Is test-retest reliability reported for overall score?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes
What statistics are employed? (Highlight all that apply)

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Cohen’s Kappa

4=Percent of agreement

5=Correlation between scores

6=Other (specify)________________

Is test-retest reliability reported on a per-item basis, if appropriate?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

What statistics are employed? (Highlight all that apply)

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Cohen’s Kappa

4=Percent of agreement

5=Correlation between scores

6=Other (specify)________________

Comments about how statistical methods are applied

Results—Test-Retest Reliability

Abstractor:  Summarize results, including statistic used, and indicate source of data (page and table number).  Repeat section as necessary for subtests and overall score. 

e.g., (Page 5, Table 2).  Cohen's Kappa for sounds-in-words tests reported for each age group for each of the three consonant positions (initial/medial/final).  Kappas for initial sounds range from 0.XX to 0.XX with a mean of 0.XX.  Kappas for medial sounds range from 0.XX to 0.XX with a mean of 0.XX.  Kappas for final sounds range from range from 0.XX to 0.XX with a mean of 0.XX…                                                                                                                                                                              .

Page:



Table(s):



Range:



Mean:


Median:


C. Inter-Rater Reliability Evaluation:

(Skip to next section only if same as overall design description)

Description of Study Design (summarize and give page and paragraph number in article)

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Dates of Study













(Provide month/year of starting and ending points, if given.)

Length of Study Follow-up











(If follow-up times vary, include the range and mean, median, and/or mode if they are given.)

Study/Evaluation Setting (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Assessors/Evaluators (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Patients/Subjects (Note only differences from overall study):

Statistical Methods Employed--Inter-rater Reliability

Is inter-rater reliability reported for overall score?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes
What statistics are employed? (Highlight all that apply)

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Cohen’s Kappa

4=Percent of agreement

5=Correlation between scores

6=Other (specify)________________

Is inter-rater reliability reported on a per-item basis, if appropriate?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

What statistics are employed? (Highlight all that apply)

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Cohen’s Kappa

4=Percent of agreement

5=Correlation between scores

6=Other (specify)________________

Comments about how statistical methods are applied

Results—Inter-rater Reliability

Abstractor:  Summarize results, including statistic used, and indicate source of data (page and table number).  Repeat section as necessary for subtests and overall score.

Page:



Table(s):



Range:



Mean:

 


Median:


D. Intra-Rater Reliability Evaluation:

(Skip to next section only if same as overall design description)

Description of Study Design (summarize and give page and paragraph number in article)

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Dates of Study













(Provide month/year of starting and ending points, if given.)

Length of Study Follow-up











(If follow-up times vary, include the range and mean, median, and/or mode if they are given.)

Study/Evaluation Setting (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Assessors/Evaluators (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Patients/Subjects (Note only differences from overall study):

Statistical Methods Employed—Intra-rater Reliability

Is intra-rater reliability reported for overall score?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

What statistics are employed? (Highlight all that apply)

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Cohen’s Kappa

4=Percent of agreement

5=Other (specify)________________

Is intra-rater reliability reported on a per-item basis, if appropriate?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

What statistics are employed? (Highlight all that apply)

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Cohen’s Kappa

4=Percent of agreement

5=Other (specify)________________

Comments about how statistical methods are applied

Results—Intra-rater Reliability

Abstractor:  Summarize results, including statistic used, and indicate source of data (page and table number).  Repeat section as necessary for subtests and overall score.

Page:



Table(s):



Range:



Mean:



Median:


SECTION IV:  Validity Evaluations

A.  Content Validity Evaluation Description

Describe the construct of interest, including evidence that construct is well-defined.

Page_


Paragraph


Is the construct of interest well-defined (Highlight one)

1=Yes


2=No


3=Unclear

Do they provide evidence that they have covered the construct (Highlight one)

1=Yes


2=No


3=Unclear

Describe any anomalies observed:

Page:


Paragraph(s):


B.  Construct Validity Evaluation Description

Study Design/Dates of Study/Length of Study Follow-up (Note only differences from overall study):

Study/Evaluation Setting (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Assessors/Evaluators (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Patients/Subjects (Note only differences from overall study):

Statistical Methods Employed—Construct Validity

What statistics are employed? (Highlight all that apply)

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Cronbach’s Coefficient

4=Correlation Coefficient

5=Discriminant Analysis

6=Other (specify)________________

Are individual item and subtest/composite score intercorrelations presented?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

Description of intercorrelations between individual item and subtest/composite score (please provide page and paragraph number)
Page:


Paragraph(s):


Are composite score intercorrelations presented?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

Description of intercorrelations between composite scores (please provide page and paragraph number)
Page:


Paragraph(s):


Are intercorrelations between composite and overall scores presented?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

Description of intercorrelations between composite and overall scores (please provide page and paragraph number)
Page:


Paragraph(s):


Was discriminant analysis performed?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

Description of Discriminant Analysis (please provide page and paragraph number)
Page:


Paragraph(s):


Comments about how statistical methods are applied

Results—Construct Validity

Abstractor:  Summarize results, including statistic used, and indicate source of data (page and table number).  Repeat section as necessary for subtests and overall score.

Page:



Table(s):



Range:



Mean:


Median:


C.  Concurrent Validity Evaluation Description

Study Design/Dates of Study/Length of Study Follow-up (Note only differences from overall study):

Study/Evaluation Setting (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Assessors/Evaluators (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Patients/Subjects (Note only differences from overall study):

Statistical Methods Employed—Concurrent Validity

What statistics are employed? (Highlight all that apply)

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Means

4=Standard Deviations

5=Correlation Coefficients

6=Other (specify)






Are subtest and composite score means reported for both the test and the criterion tool?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

Are subtest and composite score standard deviations reported for the test and the criterion tool?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

Are intercorrelations between the test and criterion tool presented?

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear
3=No

4=Yes

Comments about how statistical methods are applied

Results—Concurrent Validity

Abstractor:  Summarize results, including criterion tool and statistic used, and indicate source of data (page and table number).  Repeat section as necessary for subtests and overall score.

Page:



Table(s):



Range:



Mean:



Median:


D.  Divergent Validity Evaluation Description

Study Design/Dates of Study/Length of Study Follow-up (Note only differences from overall study):

Study/Evaluation Setting (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Assessors/Evaluators (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Patients/Subjects (Note only differences from overall study):

Statistical Methods Employed—Divergent Validity

What statistics are employed? (Highlight all that apply)

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Means

4=Standard Deviations

5=Correlation Coefficients

6=Other (specify)






Comments about how statistical methods are applied

Results—Divergent Validity

Abstractor:  Summarize results, including statistic used, and indicate source of data (page and paragraph number). 

Page:



Paragraph:



E.  Predictive Validity Evaluation Description

Study Design/Dates of Study/Length of Study Follow-up (Note only differences from overall study):

Study/Evaluation Setting (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Assessors/Evaluators (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Patients/Subjects (Note only differences from overall study):

Is outcome measured > 12 months after initial measurement?

1=Yes

2=No


(See Study Director immediately
3=Not reported

(See Study Director immediately
4=Not clear

(See Study Director immediately
Tool Used as Outcome Measures (i.e., what types of functioning/performance):

Tool #1:






Tool #2:






Statistical Methods Employed—Predictive Validity

What statistics are employed? (Highlight all that apply)

1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=t-tests, Z scores, ANOVA

4=Correlations

5=Regression modeling

6=Factor analysis

7=Other (specify)






Results--Predictive Validity

Abstractor:  Summarize results, including statistic used, and indicate source of data (page and paragraph number). 

Page:



Paragraph/Table:



SECTION V:  Normative Data Evaluations

Study Design/Dates of Study/Length of Study Follow-up (Note only differences from overall study):

Study/Evaluation Setting (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Assessors/Evaluators (Note only differences from overall study):

Characteristics of Subjects Sampled (Note only differences from overall study):

Description of Study Design (as described by author, give page and paragraph number in article)

What population is the sample standardized to and how is this defined:

e.g., US population between age 2-0 and 21-0 years as defined by the 1998 U.S. Census

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Is the sample balanced (i.e., is representative or reflects the population)?

1= Not Clear

2=Yes

3=No

List variables used to balance sample:

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Statistical Methods Employed—Normative Data

What statistics are employed? (highlight all that apply): (This will depend upon the test.)
1=Not reported 

2=Unclear

3=Mean

4=Median

5=Standard Deviation

6=Standard Error of Mean (SEM)

7=Percentile Ranking

8=Test-Age Equivalent

9=Other (specify)






Description of Standard Scales:

(Please describe briefly how the standard scales are derived.)

Derivation of Percentile Ranking (if applicable):

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Derivation of Test-Age Equivalent (if applicable):

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Results--Normative Data

Normative Data Reported for (highlight all that apply):

1=Not Reported

2=Unclear

3=Age

4=Gender

5=Race

6=Educational Attainment:  Parental




7=Educational Attainment:  Subject

8=Disorder (specify)





9=Region

10=Urban/Rural

11=Other (specify)





SECTION VI:  Abstractor Notes and Comments

Limitations Noted in Article (provide page and paragraph numbers):

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Limitations Noted by Reviewer (provide page and paragraph numbers):
Page:


Paragraph(s):


Abstractor Notes to Second Reviewer:

(Please highlight any areas or data in the article, listing page and paragraph(s), which do not fit into the abstraction form but you think are important for the second reviewer to read and evaluation. 

Page:


Paragraph(s):


Reason:















Page:


Paragraph(s):


Reason:















Page:


Paragraph(s):


Reason:
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