Table 23.
Usability Evaluation Results, by Instrument

	
	Usability Criteriona
	Total Metb

	Instrument
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	No.
	%

	Adult Language

	BDAE-2
	+
	+
	-
	-
	+
	+
	+/-
	+
	5.5
	68.8

	PICA
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	8
	100

	WAB
	+
	+
	-
	-
	+
	+/-
	-
	-
	3.5
	43.8

	Child Language

	CELF-3
	+
	+/-
	+
	+
	+
	+/-
	+
	+
	7
	87.5

	CELF-P
	+
	+
	+/-
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	7.5
	93.8

	CELF-3Sp
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	8
	100

	PLS-3
	+
	+
	+/0
	-
	+
	+
	+
	+
	6.5
	81.2

	PLS-3Sp
	+
	+
	+/-
	+/-
	+
	+
	+
	+
	7
	87.5

	TOLD-P:3
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	8
	100

	TOLD-I:3
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	8
	100

	TOPL
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	8
	100

	Adult Speech

	AIDS
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	8
	100

	DEB
	+
	+
	-
	-
	+
	+/-
	+/-
	+/-
	4.5
	56.2

	SSI-3
	+/-
	+/-
	-
	-
	-
	+
	+
	+
	4
	50.0

	Child Speech

	GFTA-2
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	+
	8
	100

	SSI-3
	+/-
	+/-
	-
	-
	-
	+
	+
	+
	4
	50.0

	Voicec

	MDVP
	+
	+/-
	+/-
	+
	+
	-
	-
	-
	4
	50.0

	% agreement
	94.1
	82.4
	81.2
	94.1
	100
	76.5
	82.4
	88.2
	
	

	Kappa
	---d
	---
	0.60
	0.87
	1
	---
	0.34
	0.45
	
	


a  + = Reviewers agreed that manual met criterion; - = Reviewers agreed that manual did not meet criterion; 
+/- = Reviewers disagreed; 0 = Reviewer did not assess this criterion.

b Calculated as sum, where + = 1, +/- or +/0 = 0.5 points, and - = 0.

c Manual not available for GRBAS scale or VHI.

d SAS could not calculate kappa because of missing cells.  When the missing values were replaced with 0.001, kappa values were 0.002, 0.0004, and 0.0002 for criteria 1, 2, and 6, respectively. 

For full name of instruments, see Table 4.
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