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A STUDY OF SCREENING TESTS FOR PSYCHIATRIC SYMPTOMS
IN DRUG USERS

Poonrut Leyatikul*, Rungsiya Wonguppa®, Apichart ranuwattananon™*

ABSTRACT

Psychiatric problems from drug use are a common phenomenon in Thai society,
which can be prevented and reduced by reducing the influence of risk factors. The purpose
of this study was to study a screening test for the likelihood of psychiatric symptoms among
drug users. A diagnostic test study design was used to test the screening tool among 880
drug users receiving treatmentin a service center. Data were collected using the developed
interview form. Data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, Chi-square, Confirmatory
Factor Analysis, Intralass Correlation Coefficient, Cronbach Alpha Coefficient, and
McDonald Omega Coefficient.

The tool has been constructed with seven prognostic variables, weighted and
aggregated into scores. These properties underwent validation through known group
validity testing. Confirmatory factor analysis revealed acceptable Construct Validity,
supported by confidence values. The Omega Coefficient correlation is 0.89, with an inter-
observer reliability of 0.96. The one-week test-retest yielded a value of 0.93. Sensitivity is
recorded at 0.81, specificity at 0.72, positive predictive value at 0.78, negative predictive

value at 0.74, and predictive validity at 0.76.

Keywords: Substance abuse; Psychiatric symptoms; Screening tests
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