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	Phenomenon
	e.g., Neighborhood walkability
	

	1. Concept(s)/ Conceptual framework – 5%
	e.g., Residential density, land use mix, street connectivity, infrastructure for walking/cycling, neighborhood aesthetics, traffic, crime safety 
	

	Operational definitions
	e.g. Items were scaled from 1 (strongly disagree) to  4 (strongly agree), with higher scores indicating a more favorable value of the environmental walkability
	

	2. Selected Measure/Instrument – 10%
	e.g., #1 - Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale – Youth (NEWS-Y), self-administered

	

	Article(s) describing instruments 
	Article(s) for instrument #1: Salis, J. (2007).
	

	3. Critique of the Measure/Instrument – 10% 
	
	

	Sample and setting
	Original version used in Neighborhood Quality of Life Study, 2,200 adults aged 20-65 randomly selected from 32 neighborhoods in two regions of the U.S.
	

	Validity
· Content validity
-Face validity
· Criterion-related validity
-Concurrent /predictive validity
· Construct validity
-Convergent /discriminant validity
· Results of factor analysis
· Consequential validity
	Not evaluated in the original study. Subsequent studies evaluated construct validity and criterion validity (0.54 at the group level, 0.19 at the individual level, compared to pedometers). Translated versions evaluated construct validity.
	

	Reliability
· Internal consistency reliability
· Alternate/parallel form reliability 
· Inter/Intra-rater reliability
· Test-retest reliability
	Cronbach’s alpha: 0.91 (whole instrument), 0.87-0.94 for 7 subscales
Test-retest reliability: ICC range 0.56-0.87 
	

	Contextual Issues
· Population characteristics 
· Cultural context 
· Historical context 
· Research goals 
· Administration issues 
	Translated and validated in many countries. Concept of leisure walking not fully supported in some translated versions.
	

	4. Recommendations for Improvement of the Measure/Instrument – 10%
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Various version of the instrument have been proposed because of its originally low validity and reliability.
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