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SUMMARY

During the last two decades, the concept of social capital has been used with
increasing frequency in health sciences due to the direct and indirect relationships
between social capital and populations' physical and mental health. Therefore, it is
necessary to build an instrument to quantify this concept confidently and reliably.
The study aimed to perform exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses on a seven-
item scale to measure social capital in adults of Colombia's general population. An
online validation study was done, including a sample of 700 adults aged between 18
and 76 years; 68% were females. Participants completed a seven-item scale called the
Cognitive Social Capital Scale (CSCS). Cronbach's alpha and McDonald's omega were
computed to test internal consistency. Exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses
were conducted to explore the dimensionality of the CSCS. The CSCS presented a low
internal consistency (Cronbach's alpha of 0.56 and McDonald's omega of 0.59) and
poor dimensionality. Then, a five-item version (CSCS-5) was tested. The CSCS-5
showed high internal consistency (Cronbach's alpha of 0.79 and McDonald's omega
of 0.80) and a one-dimension structure with acceptable goodness-of-fit indicators. In
conclusion, the CSCS-5 presents high internal consistency and a one-dimension
structure to measure cognitive capital social in Colombian sample. It can be
recommended for the measuring of social capital in the general Colombian
population. Further research should corroborate these findings on pencil and paper
applications and explore other reliability and validity indicators.
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INTRODUCTION
In the last two decades, there has been an increasing application of the concept of

social capital in various fields of public health; therefore, social capital is frequently
used in the health sciences'. However, social capital is a controversial concept with
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extensive debates on the definition and objective measurement2. The most critical
and practical limitation is the measurement of social capital in different clinical and
epidemiological studiess.

The construction of an instrument to quantify social capital is a complex process due
to the nature of the concepts. Nevertheless, it is necessary to have a reliable
measurement of the construct in clinical and epidemiological studiess. Social capital
is widely understood as the structural, relational, and cognitive characteristics of
social interactions that facilitate concerted or coordinated actions and collective
learning4. It can also define how the institutions, relationships, attitudes, and values
mediate interactions among citizens and support economic and social development®.
Social capital is understood to refer to the resources to which citizens and groups
have access through constructed social networks:. Finally, it is currently defined as
the set of direct or indirect resources results of social interaction between people and
groups’. Then, some authors recognize three types of social capital structural,
relational, and cognitive. While others only recognize two types of social capital, they
make synonyms cognitive and relational social capital for the common elements
between both conceptss.

According to the context, social capital can be divided into three types, bonding,
bridging, and linking29°. Bonding social capital refers to the resources available
within the network for social relationships between individuals with similar
characteristics, such as age, social class, or ethnicity/race©. Bridging social capital
describes the social resources that people with different sociodemographic
characteristics can access'. Linking social capital refers to networks of trust and
respect that connect people and groups through formal institutions with authority or
power®.

Also, there is one pair of types of social capital, which is relevant to health research.
First, cognitive social capital refers to the perception of trust, reciprocity, honesty,
truthfulness, and support from other peopledt12. The second, structural social
capital, refers to formal structures in which citizens can develop ties and social
networks and participate in civic associations and events!. These concepts are
particularly relevant due to the direct and indirect relationships between cognitive
and structural social capital and the physical and mental health of different human
groups'3-4. For instance, De Silva et al'3 reported an inverse association between
cognitive social capital and common mental disorders, anxiety, and depression;
likewise, the authors observed a moderate inverse relationship between cognitive
social capital and mental disorders in children. Similarly, Riumallo-Herl et al'
reported that in people with diabetes or high blood pressure, the perception of
physical health was inversely related to the perception of social capital.

Social capital has been measured in different ways, not always validly and reliably,
from the psychometric perspective. The questions or items of these instruments have
only evaluated the authors' validity of appearance. For that reason, the available
measurements for social capital are inconclusive and unable to quantify accurately
the complex dimensions raised in theory=1213. To date, several English and Chinese
instruments have been designed; these measurement scales are made up of different
numbers of items and purposes. Some psychometric tests of reliability and validity
were carried out on these instruments: The General Capital Social Scale®, Bonding
Social Capital Scale?, Personal Social Capital Scale8, Social Capital Investment
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Inventory9, and Trust Scale based on Social Capital in Spanish=°. Also, Wang's scale
has a Spanish version2. Other sets of items have been used as scales without
performing a formal process of exploring psychometric performance in other studies.
Without intention, nomological validity was achieved by exploring correlations with
other variables of interest. Martin et al?2 concluded that elevated social capital,
particularly in terms of reciprocity among neighbors, was related to the low risk of
household food security. Sapag et al23 reported that neighborhood social cohesion,
measured by trust and reciprocity, was related to better self-assessment of health
within a low-income community in Santiago, Chile. Alvarado et al24 observed a
negative correlation between scores for social capital and psychological distress
anxiety and depression among Chilean workers. For further illustration, Holt-
Lunstad et al25 reported that solid social relationships could reduce mortality risk by
up to 50%.

In the present study, seven face validity items were chosen to measure cognitive
social capital, which is most related to mental health's24. Martin et al22 took these
items as a proxy instrument for measuring the social capital of a scale developed by
other researchers to quantify social cohesion and trust2¢. Martin et al22 did not report
any psychometric indicators for the set of items. The current authors named the tool
as "Cognitive Social Capital Scale" (CSCS). The CSCS has several questions in
common with other instruments that explore cognitive social capital*2.12, A validity
test was done exploring internal consistency and using exploratory and confirmatory
factor analysis. Internal consistency reliability of tests represents the average of the
correlations between the scores of the scale's items27.28, On the other hand, factor
analysis is technical to assessment dimensionality, which is a mathematical way of
testing if the items are distributed in the theoretically proposed factors or
dimensions29:3°.

It is necessary to have blunt instruments to measure social capital that shows an
acceptable or excellent psychometric performance3!. Validity and reliability of
measurements are essential for health research's internal validitys. With the repeated
use of the same instrument, it is possible to make more precise comparisons of the
findings in different studies and contexts3!.

The present study aimed to assess the reliability (internal consistency) and validity
(exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses) of the CSCS in adults of Colombia's
general population.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Design

A validation analysis without external reference criteria was conducted. The study
was nested in a cross-sectional study that included several measurement scales,
including a version of the CSCS. Validation studies are also known as methodological
studies, as they explore the usefulness of some measurements or quantification of
concepts. There are criterion-referenced validation studies that are the best available
objective measurement to test the performance of the scale. These objective
measurements are rare in the measurement of social and psychological concepts.
While studies without reference criteria use tests or statistical techniques to
approximate the reliability and validity of the measurements, as in the current
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present study in which exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses and internal
consistency were performed.

Participants

Seven hundred people residing in Colombia completed the research questionnaire.
This sample size is acceptable for carrying out exploratory and confirmatory factor
analyses with a minimum acceptable error in the estimates made; in general, samples
larger than 500 participants are recommendeds2. The participants' ages were
between 18 and 76 years (mean=37.1, SD=12.7). Other demographic characteristics,
in frequencies and percentages, are presented in Table 1.

Table 1. Demographical characteristics of participants.

Variable n %
Gender

Female 476 68.0
Male 224 32
Permanent couple
Yes (Civil partnership or married) 336 48.0
No (Single, separated, or widowed) 364 52.0
Income (Colombian status)

Low (I, II or III) 420 60.0
High (IV, V, or VI) 280 40.0
Education

High school or less 72 10.3
College or higher 628 89.7

Instrument

The participants completed the CSCS. This scale explores the current perceptions
about the relationship among neighbors. Each item gives four response alternatives
from strongly disagree to agree strongly, rated from zero to three22. The translation
and back-translation processes were carried out based on international
recommendations to get a culturally adapted and linguistically equivalent
translation33:34. Two independent bilingual persons translated the items from English
to Spanish. There were few differences in these versions that were resolved by
consensus. A third person translated the final Spanish version into English. There
was a high agreement in words and linguistic equivalence. Caution was taken to avoid
negative sentences that, in Spanish, tend to confuse the sense highly when
answering3s. Below are the items of the CSCS, they were headed with the phrase "In
the block, residential complex, building, or neighborhood in which I live":

1. "People around here are willing to help their neighbours.” (La gente esta dispuesta
a ayudar a los vecinos).

2. "This is a close-knit, or "tight" neighborhood where people generally know one
another." (Las personas son unidas y generalmente se conocen entre si).
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3. “If I had to borrow $30 in an emergency, I could borrow it from a neighbor.” (Si
tuviera que pedir prestado $50.000, en caso de emergencia, podria pedirselo
prestado a un vecino).

4. "People in this neighborhood generally do not get along with each other." (La gente
generalmente se lleva bien).

5. "People in this neighborhood can be trusted.” (Se puede confiar en las personas).

6. If T were sick I could count on my neighbors to shop for groceries for me.” (Si
estuviera enfermo podria contar con mis vecinos para que hiciera algunas compras
por mi).

7. "People in this neighborhood do not share the same values." (Las personas
comparten los mismos valores).

Procedure

The information was collected by distributing an electronic questionnaire sent by
email, WhatsApp, and Facebook to the researchers' contacts. The period to respond
was limited from March 30 to April 8, 2020. In online studies, the highest rate of
response, around 30%, occurs in the first week and does not improve considerably
with additional requests3®. The questionnaire did not ask for the name or other
identifying information of the responder. All the questions in the questionnaire were
mandatory; consequently, the participants had to complete all the items. This
obligation was implemented to avoid incomplete or lost data.

Analysis of data

In the validation studies, the variables are the items that are part of the scale.
Generally, the process of exploring item performance begins with the calculation of
internal consistency. Internal consistency is a measure that summarizes the mean of
the correlations between the items that are part of a measurement scale. It is a
measure of reliability and, at the same, an indirect measure of validity. High internal
consistency is a fundamental requirement of measurements; however, it does not
guarantee good performance on all validity of tests3”. For instruments under
construction, internal consistency values of 0.60 may be acceptable, but, for more
developed instruments, values between 0.90 and 0.95 are preferables38, Internal
consistency was calculated with Cronbach?z alpha and McDonald2® omega
coefficients. Cronbach's alpha coefficient is the most informed of the reliability
indicators; however, it has the main limitation that it starts from the assumption of
tau equivalence. All items contribute in a similar way to the constructs”. When the
principle of tau equivalence is violated, McDonald's omega is a more accurate
estimator of reliability=8:37. These coefficients can be misinterpreted when they are
calculated for multidimensional instruments since they erroneously overestimate the
internal consistency due to the number of items37. Currently, it is recommended to
report at least two reliability indicators for one-dimensional measurementss3s,

Factor analysis is used to identify an underlying or latent factor in a set of items. The
exploratory factor analysis is used to test the dimensionality of a scale, often
misnamed construct validity, and attempt to mathematically demonstrate the
theoretical dimensions of an instrument in the initial stages of construction of an
instrument39. The confirmatory factor analysis is used to confirm a previously
suggested structure with advanced statistical procedures4°. A researcher can expect
up to two dimensions for a seven-item instrument, ideally one29:30:4142,
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The factor analyses were performed to test the dimensionality of the CSCS using the
maximum likelihood method. The Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin index (KMO)43, and Bartlett44
sphericity test were computed in the first step of the exploratory factor analysis. If the
KMO is more significant than 0.60 and Bartlett's chi-square shows a p-value less than
0.05, they indicate that the items do indeed group a latent factor and the exploration
can continue, without guarantees of an utterly satisfactory finding. After,
communality and factor loadings are observed, interpreted as other correlation
coefficients, and indicate the magnitude of the relationship between the item and the
factor4s.

Besides, confirmatory factor analysis is used to confirm a previously suggested
structure with advanced procedures of computing goodness-of-fit coefficients: Root
Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) and the 90% confidence interval
(90% CI), Comparative Fit Index (CFI), the index Tucker-Lewis (TLI) and
Standardized Mean Square Residual (SMSR). In the best conditions, it is expected
chi-square with a probability greater than 0.05, RMSEA and SMSR with values that
are close to 0.06; and for CFI and TLI values greater than 0.89. At least three
coefficients within the desirable values may be sufficient to accept that the analyzed
data fit the theoretical model of the instrument evaluated46. The analysis was
completed in the statistical program STATA 13.047.

Ethical issues

The research was endorsed by the research ethics board of a Colombian state
university (Act 002 of the extraordinary session held on March 26, 2020). The
research followed the ethical recommendations for research on human subjects
following the Declaration of Helsinki4®, and the Colombian legislation that
disapproves the provision of any incentives to research participants49. The
participants gave informed consent. Besides, the participants' anonymity, respect for
privacy, and handling of all the information recorded in the research questionnaire
were guaranteed.

RESULTS

CSCS

The CSCS showed low indicators of internal consistency; the value of Cronbach's
alpha was 0.56 and McDonald's omega of 0.69. The exploratory factor analysis
showed that the seven items of CSCS could retain a latent factor, the coefficients were
excellent, Bartlett's chi-square of 1,224.3, df=21, p<o0.01, and KMO index of 0.77.
Nevertheless, item 1 (helping the neighbors) showed a negative loading value, and
item 4 (getting along) presented a very low loading. Commonalities and loadings of
the CSCS are presented in Table 2.

Besides, confirmatory factor analysis showed that all goodness-of-fit indicators were
suboptimum. Then, the hypothesis of the one-dimensional structure is rejected.
Likewise, the possible performance of a two-dimensional structure was explored, and
the results were unsatisfactory (these coefficients are omitted). The indicators for the
one-dimension structure of the CSCS are presented in Table 3.
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CSCS-5

After deleting items 1 and 4, this five-item version (CSCS-5) presented high internal
consistency values, Cronbach's alpha was 0.79 and McDonald's omega of 0.80. Table
4 presents more descriptive information on the CSCS-5, mean, standard deviation,
corrected item correlation, and Cronbach's total score and alpha if the item were

omitted.
Table 2. Commonalities and loadings of the CSCS.
Item Commonality Loading
1. To help their neighbors 0.03 -0.18
2. "Tight" neighborhood 0.18 0.42
3. To borrow $30 0.48 0.69
4. Get along with 0.01 0.09
5. Trust 0.53 0.73
6. If I were sick 0.64 0.80
7. Share the same values 0.47 0.69

The eigenvalue was 2.84, which explained 40.88% of the total variance.

Table 3. Goodness-of-fit indicators for the CSCS and CSCS-5.

Item CSCS CSCS-5

X2 (dH* 194.77 (14) 35.14 (5)

Xz2/df 13.01 7.03

RMSEA (90% CI) [p] 0.14 (0.12-0.15) [p<0.001] 0.09 (0.07-0.12)
[p=0.005]

CF1 0.85 0.97

TLI 0.80 0.94

SRMR 0.08 0.03

*p<o0.01.

Table 4. Mean, standard deviation, correlation corrected with the total score, and
Cronbach's alpha with the omission of the item of the CSCS-5.

Item M SD CCt Alfa de
Cronbach2

2. "Tight" neighborhood 1.39 0.88 0.37 0.81

3. To borrow $30 1.32 1.01 0.59 0.75

5. Trust 1.68 0.76 0.63 0.74

6. If T were sick 1.54 0.86 0.68 0.71

7. Share the same values 1.51 0.77 0.60 0.75

1Corrected correlation.
2Tf the item is deleted.

The exploratory factor analysis indicators suggested that the five retained items
represented a latent factor or dimension, Bartlett's chi-square showed 1,064.3, df=10,
p<o0.01, and KMO was 0.81. Confirmatory factor analysis for CSCS presented
acceptable coefficient values for a one-dimension structure. Table 3 shows the
goodness-of-fit indexes for the CSCS-5 and CSCS, and Table 5 summarises the
commonalities and loadings of the CSCS-5.
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Table 5. Commonalities and loadings of the CSCS-5.

Item Commonality Loading
2. "Tight" neighborhood 0.18 0.43
3. To borrow $30 0.48 0.69
5. Trust 0.52 0.72
6. If I were sick 0.64 0.80
7. Share the same values 0.47 0.69

The eigenvalue was 2.79, which explained 55.88% of the total variance.
DISCUSSION

In this study, the psychometric performance of the CSCS and CSCS-5 is reported.
Only the CSCS-5 shows good psychometric indicators of reliability and
dimensionality. The CSCS-5 is a tool with adequate internal consistency and one-
dimensional structure to assess cognitive social capital, that is, the perception of
trust, reciprocity, and support that people have about other individuals and
institutionst1t12,

During the most recent decades, the interdisciplinary work between biomedical and
social sciences makes necessary to guarantee the validity and reliability of the social
variables' measurements, usually approached qualitatively3:. In general, one-
dimensional instruments are expected to show three out of five favorable goodness-
of-fit indicators+®, and high internal consistency reliabilityss.

The CSCS-5 showed three out of five adequate goodness-of-fit coefficients for
dimensionality. The most-reported coefficients are the Satorra-Bentler chi-square
(with X2/df), the root of the mean square error of approximation (RMSEA), the
Comparative Fit Index (CFI), the Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI), and the Standardized
Mean Square Residual (SRMR). For the Satorra-Bentler chi-square is recommended
a p-value higher than 0.05 (with X2/df<5); RMSEA, a value of around 0.06; CFI and
TLI, values higher than 0.90; and SRMR, a value below 0.054°.

Likewise, the CSCS-5 achieved two excellent internal consistency indicators,
Cronbach's alpha of 0.79 and McDonald's omega of 0.80. Measuring construct
instruments should present high internal consistency reliability, with values between
0.70 and 0.9538. It is necessary to report an instrument's internal consistency every
time it is used to measure variables because it can vary significantly between samples
from different populationss.

Practical implications

The provision of the CSCS will facilitate new researches on the issue. The lack of
short, reliable, and valid tools to assess cognitive social capital has been a problem for
conducting considerable researches in the general population2'213. In health sciences,
it is necessary to consider and evaluate cognitive social capital, which is most related
to mental health outcomes; when the social determinants of health are increasingly
taken into consideration, the physical and mental health of the population groups is
the result of the complex interaction between individual, family, community, social,
cultural and institutional factors's.
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Strengths and limitations

This study shows the performance of a short scale to quantify cognitive social capital
using confirmatory factor analysis. This technic is a robust multivariate psychometric
analysis that identifies latent factors underlying a set of items4. However, the
technique does not overcome all the practical difficulties of such complex concepts as
cognitive social capital4. The instruments must be adapted or modified as progress is
made and the concepts to be measured are clarifiedsc. Moreover, given the sample
collection technique, the test-retest reliability of the scales could not be establisheds.
This measurement is essential to guarantee the measurements' total reliability with
the instrumentss. Similarly, the analysis of the device's dimensionality and reliability
in other languages is required to make valid comparisons of studies conducted in
different languages33-34,

Future research should test the quality of this instrument by exploring other
measures of validity: convergent with other instruments that quantify the same
construct, divergent validity with an instrument that theoretically and empirically
does not show any relationship with the construct of cognitive social capital, and
different forms of nomological validity, that is, the relationship with other unrelated
contexts; but, theoretically associated with cognitive social capitals. Besides, based on
the item response theory, it is recommended to explore the differential functioning of
the items to avoid that the instrument can make a biased measurement based on a
characteristic utterly external to the instrument. Some traits of the participating
population can be age, gender, or social or cultural backgrounds=53. Unlike the
classical theory, the item response theory is an alternative that allows identifying
systematically biased response patterns from intuitive statistical analysess4:55.

In the same way, it is necessary to carry out other reliability measures, such as
stability or test-retests'. Furthermore, sensitivity to change in repeated measurements
over times®. It is necessary to observe the instrument's performance in traditional
pencil and paper measurementss’. Finally, the validity and reliability of the CSCS-5
must be shown in different populations, according to age or other variables of
interests.

Conclusions

It is concluded that the CSCS scale presents a one-dimensional structure that does
not fit the data and low internal consistency. The CSCS-5 exhibits a better one-
dimensional structure and internal consistency. It is necessary to corroborate the
present findings in future online and face-to-face studies in other Colombian
populations. It is vital to have a valid and reliable instrument to evaluate social
capital in countries with significant inequalities, such as Colombia.

REFERENCES

1. Moore S, Kawachi I. Twenty years of social capital and health research: a
glossary. J Epidemiol Community Health. 2017; 71(5): 513-7.
https://doi.org/10.1136 /jech-2016-208313

2. Hauberer J.Social capital theory. Toward a methodological foundation.
Wiesbaden: VS Research; 2011.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199869
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199869; this version posted July 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

3. Rouxel PL, Heilmann A, Aida J, Tsakos G, Watt RG. Social capital: theory,
evidence, and implications for oral health. Community Dentist Oral
Epidemiol. 2015; 43(2): 97-105. https://doi.org/10.1111/cdoe.12141

4. Portes A. Social capital: Its origins and applications in modern sociology. Ann
Rev Sociol. 1998; 24(1): 1-24.

5. Keszei AP, Novak M, Streiner DL. Introduction to health measurement scales. J
Psychosom Res. 2010; 68(4): 319-23.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychores.2010.01.006

6. Iyer S, Kitson M, Toh B. Social capital, economic growth and regional
development. Region Stud. 20035; 39(8): 1015-40.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343400500327943

7. Reyes S, Giovannoni G, Thomson A. Social capital: Implications for
neurology. Brain Behav 2019; 9(1): e01169. https://doi.org/10.1002/brb3.1169

8. Claridge T. Dimensions of social capital-structural, cognitive, and relational. Soc
Capital Res. 2018; 1: 1-4.

9. Poortinga W. Community resilience and health: The role of bonding, bridging,
and linking aspects of social capital. Health Place. 2012; 18(2): 286-95.

10. Szreter S Woolcock, M. Health by association? Social capital, social theory, and
the political economy of public health. Int J Epidemiol. 2004; 33(4): 650-67.
https://doi.org/10.1093/ije/dyho13

11. Abbott S, Freeth D. Social capital and health: starting to make sense of the role of
generalized trust and reciprocity. J Health Psychol. 2008; 13(7): 874-83.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1359105308095060

12. Harpham T, Grant E, Thomas E. Measuring social capital within health surveys:
key issues. Health Policy Plan. 2002; 17(1): 106-11.
https://doi.org/10.1093/heapol/17.1.106

13. De Silva MJ, McKenzie K, Harpham T, Huttly SR. Social capital and mental
illness: a systematic review. J Epidemiol Community Health. 2005; 59(8): 619-
27. https://doi.org/10.1136/jech.2004.029678

14. Ferlander S. The importance of different forms of social capital for health. Acta
Sociol. 2007; 50(2): 115-28. https://doi.org/10.1177/0001699307077654

15. Riumallo-Herl CJ, Kawachi I, Avendano M. Social capital, mental health and
biomarkers in Chile: Assessing the effects of social capital in a middle-income
country. Soc Sci Med. 2014; 105: 47-58.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2013.12.018

16. Van Der Gaag M, Snijders TA. The Resource Generator: social capital
quantification with concrete items. Soc Network. 2005;27(1): 1-29.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socnet.2004.10.001

17. Mignone J, Elias B, Hall M. Validation of a culturally appropriate social capital
framework to explore health conditions in Canadian First Nations
Communities. International Indigen Policy J.2011; 2(1): 3.
http://ir.lib.uwo.ca/iipj/vol2/iss1/3

18. Wang P, Chen X, Gong J, Jacques-Tiura AJ. Reliability and validity of the
personal social capital scale 16 and personal social capital scale 8: Two short
instruments for survey studies.Soc Indic Res. 2014;119(2): 1133-48.
https://doi.org/10.101607/s112205-013-0540-3

19. Chen X, Wang P, Wegner R, Gong J, Fang X, Kaljee L. Measuring social capital
investment: Scale development and examination of links to social capital and
perceived stress. Soc Indic Res. 2015; 120(3): 669-87.
https://doi.org/10.101607/s11205-014-0611-0


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199869
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199869; this version posted July 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

20. Pérez J, Bustos JM, Reiko ME. Confianza: un estudio psicométrico desde la
perspectiva del capital social. Rev Electron Psicol. 2017; 7(14): 5-13.

21. Fernandez JA, Pinzén CE, Moreno J, Cepeda MC, Idrovo AJ. Capital social en
areas rurales: adaptacion al espanol y validacion factorial de una escala. Cienc
Saude Colet, 2014; 19(7): 2207-14.

22, Martin KS, Rogers BL, Cook JT, Joseph HM. Social capital is associated with
decreased risk of hunger. Soc Sci Med. 2004; 58(12): 2645-54.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2003.09.026

23. Sapag, JC, Aracena M, Villarroel L, Poblete F, Berrocal C, Hoyos R, et al. Social
capital and self-rated health in urban low-income neighbourhoods in Chile. J
Epidemiol Community Health. 2008; 62(9): 790-2.
https://doi.org/10.1136/jech.2006.052993

24. Alvarado R, Sapag JC, Arellano J, Alarcon A, Tapia E. Capital social y salud
mental en una muestra representativa de trabajadores chilenos. Rev Fac Cienc
Med Cord. 2015; 72(4): 227-35.
https://doi.org/10.31053/1853.0605.v72.14.13798

25. Holt-Lunstad J, Smith TB, Layton JB. Social relationships and mortality risk: a
meta-analytic review. PLoS Med. 2010; 7(7): €1000316.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000316

26. Sampson R, Raudenbush S, Earls F. Neighborhoods and violent crime: A
multilevel study of collective efficacy. Science. 1997; 277(5328): 918-24.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.277.5328.918

27. Cronbach J. Coefficient alpha and the internal structure of the test.
Psychometrika. 1951; 16(3): 297-334. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02310555

28. McDonald RP. The theoretical foundations of principal factor analysis, canonical
factor analysis, and alpha factor analysis. Br J Math Stat Psychol. 1970; 23(1): 1-
21. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8317.1970.tb00432.x

29. Gorsuch RL. Exploratory factor analysis: Its role in item analysis. J Person
Assess. 1997; 68(3): 532-60. https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa6803_5

30. Streiner DL. Figuring out factors: The use and misuse of factor analysis. Can J
Psychiatry. 1994; 39(3): 135-40. https://doi.org/10.1177/070674379403900303

31. Drost EA. Validity and reliability in social science research. Educ Res
Perspect. 2011; 38(1): 105-23.

32. MacCallum RC, Widaman KF, Zhang S, Hong Z. Sample size in factor
analysis. Psychol Method. 1999; 4(1): 84-99. https://doi.org/10.1037/1082-
080X.4.1.84

33. Borsa JC, Damasio BF, Bandeira DR. Cross-cultural adaptation and validation of
psychological instruments: Some considerations. Paidéia. 2012; 22(53): 423-32.

34. Guimaraes MB, Haas VJ, Spadoti RA, Marques dos Santos M, Galvio CM.
Cultural adaptation and validation of an instrument on barriers for the use of
research results. Rev Latino-Am Enferm. 2017; 25: e.2852.
https://doi.org/10.1590/15q8-8345.1652.2852

35. Weems GH, Onwuegbuzie AJ, Lustig D. Profiles of respondents who respond
inconsistently to positively- and negatively-worded items on rating scales. Eval
Res Educ. 2003; 17(1): 45-60. https://doi.org/10.1080/14664200308668290

36. Sanchez J, Mufioz F, Montoro FJ. éComo mejorar la tasa de respuesta en
encuestas on line? Rev  Estud Empres. 20009; 1(2): 45-62.
https://revistaselectronicas.ujaen.es/index.php/REE/article/view/358

37. Campo-Arias A, Oviedo HC. Propiedades psicométricas de una escala: la
consistencia interna. Rev Salud Publica. 2008; 10(5): 831-9.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199869
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199869; this version posted July 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

38. Tavakol M, Dennick R. Making sense of Cronbach(Is alpha. Int J Med Educ.
2011; 2(1): 53-5. https://doi.org/10.5116/ijme.4dfb.8dfd

39. Campo-Arias A, Herazo E, Oviedo HC. Analisis de factores: fundamentos para la
evaluacion de instrumentos de medicion en salud mental. Rev Colomb
Psiquiatr. 2012; 41(4): 659-71.

40. Harrington D. Confirmatory factor analysis. Oxford: Oxford university press;
2009.

41. Jackson DL, Gillaspy Jr JA, Purc-Stephenson R. Reporting practices in
confirmatory factor analysis: an overview and some recommendations. Psychol
Method. 2009; 14(1): 6-23. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014694

42. Watkins MW. Exploratory factor analysis: A guide to best practice.J Black
Psychol 2018; 44(3): 219-46. https://doi.org/10.1177/0095798418771807

43. Kaiser HF. An index of factorial simplicity. Psychometrika. 1974; 39(1): 31-6.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02291575

44. Bartlett MS. Test of significance in factor analysis. Br J Psychol. 1950; 3(1): 77-85.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8317.1950.tb00285.x

45. Hefetz A, Liberman G. The factor analysis procedure for exploration: a short
guide with examples. Cult Educ. 2017; 29(3): 526-62.
https://doi.org/10.1080/11356405.2017.1365425

46. Hu L, Bentler P. Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis:
Conventional criteria versus new alternatives. Struct Equat Model. 1999; 6(1): 1-
55. https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118

47. STATA 13.0. College Station: STATA; 2013.

48. World Medical Association. Declaration of Helsinki. Seoul, Korea: WMA; 2018.
(Accessed 11th  March, 2020) https://www.wma.net/policies-post/wma-
declaration ofhelsinkiethical-principles-for-medical-research-involving-human-
subjects/

49. Ministerio de Salud de Colombia. Resoluciéon 008430 por la cual se establecen las
normas cientificas, técnicas y administrativas para la investigacion en salud.
Bogota: Ministerio de Salud; 1993.

50. Reise SP, Waller NG, Comrey AL. Factor analysis and scale revision. Psychol
Assess. 2000; 12(3): 287-97. https://doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.12.3.287

51. Terwee CB, Bot SD, de Boer MR, van der Windt DAWM, Knol DL, et al. Quality
criteria were proposed for measurement properties of health status
questionnaires. J Clin Epidemiol. 2007; 60(1): 34-42.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2006.03.012

52. Ackerman TA. A didactic explanation of item bias, item impact, and item validity
from a multidimensional perspective.J Educ Measur. 1992;29(1): 67-91.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-3984.1992.tb00368.x

53. Cook DA, Beckman TJ. Current concepts in validity and reliability for
psychometric instruments: theory and application. Am J Med. 2006; 119(2):
166.e7-166.€16. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjmed.2005.10.036

54. Hambleton RK. Good practices for identifying differential item functioning. Med
Care. 20006; 44(11): S182-8.
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.mlr.0000245443.86671.c4

55. Hays RD, Morales LS, Reise SP. Item response theory and health outcomes
measurement in the 21st Century. Med Care. 2000; 38(9 Suppl. 2): 28-42.

56. Guyatt G, Walter S, Norman G. Measuring change over time: assessing the
usefulness of evaluative instruments.J Chron Dis.1987; 40(2): 171-8.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9681(87)90069-5


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199869
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199869; this version posted July 7, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

57. Corman SR. Computerized vs. pencil and paper collection of network data. Soc
Network. 1990; 12(4): 375-84. https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-8733(90)90016-3


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199869
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

