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ABSTRACT 

The aim of this study was to validate an instrument designed for oral health professionals 

(dentists, hygienists or assistants) on compliance with measures to combat Covid-19 in dental 

services according to the guidelines of the Brazilian National Health Surveillance Agency. The 

methodological study was divided into five stages: 1) face and content validity: carried out by 

eight experts in the field followed by a pilot study with 35 oral health professionals; and, 2) 

validation of the psychometric properties measured among oral health professionals working in 

the states of the Southern Region of Brazil, who answered 37 questions of the instrument 

(n=1824), with assessment of: a) internal consistency using the Cronbach's Alpha coefficient 

and the item-total correlation; b) reproducibility measured by test-retest among 52 participants; 

and, c) construct validity by b means of  divergent and convergent correlation analysis and 

exploratory factor analysis. In terms of face and content validity, questions were reduced, 

regrouped and divided, in addition to adaptations of form and content in items and answers. On 

34 items, agreement was substantial/almost complete (intraclass correlation coefficient>0.60) 

Reproducibility was adequate (p=0,45). Reliability analysis indicated exclusion of six items 

due to item-total correlation <0.20 and one item due to factor loading <0.30. The instrument 

with 30 items showed good internal consistency (Cronbach's alpha=0.86). Analysis of the main 

components  showed five dimensions that explained 51.1% of the variance (p<0.001). The 

convergent criterion validity had a moderate positive correlation (p<0,001). The instrument 

developed was validated by presenting adequate psychometric properties. In this sense, the 

instrument can be used for oral health professionals in other locations or at other times of the 

Covid-19 syndemic in Brazil. 

 

Keywords: Corona Virus Oral health services Validation study 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

 The Covid-19 syndemic, a situation in which interaction with other diseases of an 

epidemic nature determines an increased effect on the health of the world population, and has 

had a negative impact on social, environmental and economic contexts1. This emerging global 

health problem emanated unprecedented joint efforts between researchers from different areas 

and regions, so that it was possible, in just over two years, to expand knowledge about the 
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disease, improve mitigation and control measures, develop effective vaccines and achieve 

important advancement in combating the syndemic. During this period of confrontation and 

resistance, health workers have remained on the front line to ensure care and support for the 

health of populations.  

Therefore, the nature of health work involves being in close proximity to others. In the 

syndemic scenario, this connection also represents a greater propensity for contamination and 

taking ill2-4. In the same sense, given the particular characteristics of the work process, 

professionals who work in oral health care are at high risk of infection by the Sars-CoV-2 virus5-

8. Dentists, hygienists or assistants are frequently exposed to saliva, blood, and other body fluids 

– dental care can generate a large production and dispersion of aerosols, arising from the use of 

working instruments such as high and low rotation pens, triple syringes and ultrasonic 

debridement equipment6. 

The context also reinforces the fundamental role played by biosafety, understood as an 

interdisciplinary and multilateral approach to the protection of human beings and their 

environments, with their efforts to make it feasible to contain and reduce the risks of  

contamination, frequently expressed in protocols and standards that regulate professional 

practice and work processes9,10. 

On March 31, 2020, in Brazil, the National Health Surveillance Agency (ANVISA) 

published the Technical Note GVIMS/GGTES/ANVISA N˚ 04/2020 (NT 04/2020)11, a 

document that established protocols to be adopted for  reducing the risk of contamination by 

Sars-CoV-2,  in  dental offices as well, with a central role as a reference to the reorganization 

of health services in syndemic times. In a systematic review that analyzed 27 documents from 

different countries, and identified low scientific quality among the different guidelines - due to 

the need for in-depth research at the time - the Brazilian recommendations were outstanding 

along with those from Germany and Spain precisely because they presented higher quality in 

comparison with the others12.  

For dental practice, the Covid-19 syndemic also represented the incorporation of new 

Personal Protective Equipment (PPE), in addition to organizational and structural changes in 

the work environment and professional routine11. It is important to understand whether the  

instructions that were  established in government protocols were, in fact, incorporated by 

professionals in their different work scenarios. 

Therefore, several studies have evaluated the knowledge and attitudes of oral health 

workers with regard to new biosafety protocols for combating Covid-195,8,13-20. However, to 
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date, no instruments  that have been submitted to validation processes  have been described, to 

enable  their potential for measurement and reproducibility to be assessed17. 

Likewise, the majority of studies  have focused on evaluating the working conditions of 

Dentists, either in Brazil16,18,20 or  the world 5,13-15,17,19, without including other oral health 

workers, such as hygienists or assistants 8.  In view of the needs observed in this scenario, the 

aim of this study was to validate an instrument designed for oral health professionals (dentists, 

hygienists or assistants) in compliance with the measures to combat Covid-19 in oral health 

services, in accordance with the guidelines of the Brazilian National Health Surveillance 

Agency. 

 

METHODOLOGY 

Study Design and Ethical Aspects 

This was a methodological study of instrument elaboration and validation, developed 

from May to October 2020, as part of the project “Biosecurity in Dentistry for combating 

Covid-19: analysis of practices and formulation of strategies”,  a multicentric research with the 

aim of focused on oral health personnel working in states of the southern region of Brazil during 

the first year of the syndemic. The study was  conducted by the Collective Oral Health Network 

of the Southern Region (Rede SBCSul), composed of 45 researchers from four Higher 

Education Institutions in southern Brazil and one from Argentina21.  

The research project was approved by the Research Ethics Committees (REC) of the 

educational institutions involved: State University of Ponta Grossa (CAAE: 

31720920.5.1001.0105, opinion 4.024.593), Federal University of Paraná (CAAE: 

31720920.5.3001.0102, opinion 4.312.933), Federal University of Santa (CAAE: 

31720920.5.2001.0121, opinion 4.226.476) Federal University of Rio Grande do Sul (CAAE: 

31720920,5,2002,5530, appear 4,071,063). All participants included in the study agreed to the  

Term of Free and Informed Consent Form (TFIC), made available prior to completing the 

questionnaire. 

Considering the theoretical and empirical poles that are the bases of development of 

instruments and scales in psychometric investigations22,23 this research was structured in the 

following stages: (1) definition of the theoretical framework; (2) initial development of the 

instrument; (3) face and content validation; (4) application of the questionnaire; (5) analysis of 

psychometric properties. The procedures adopted in each of these stages are described below. 
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Definition of the theoretical framework  

 Definition of the theoretical framework was based on two elements that were central to 

the research problem: (1) general aspects related to the Covid-19 syndemic and characterization 

of working conditions; (2) local and regulatory aspects of the national context. Therefore, 

theoretical clarification considered both scientific publications existent on the topic investigated 

to date, and official documents and guidelines published in the national territory. Among these, 

NT 04/2020 was outstanding since it dealt with protocols to be adopted in the dental care 

environment to reduce the risk of contamination. Initially published on January 30, 2020, and 

has undergone several updates resulting from the dynamics of the syndemic11. During the 

preparation period of the instrument, the fourth update of NT 04/2020, published on May 8, 

was used as a basis. Among other measures, the aforementioned note defines that dental care 

should be restricted to urgent and/or emergency services, to reduce the number of aerosol-

generating procedures and, therefore, reduce the risks of contamination and transmission of 

Covid-1911. The choice of this document was based on the importance of ANVISA as a 

regulatory body connected to the Ministry of Health and responsible for health care of these 

services, and recognition of the scientific quality of its recommendations at the time 12. 

After clarification and establishment of the theoretical pole and its reference, the 

instrument was developed in consensus with researchers of the Network  

 

Validation of the face and content 

Face and content validation can be understood as the first step in the process of 

associating abstract concepts with observable indicators; that is, in the act of seeking to identify 

the representativeness of one or more items in relation to the phenomenon studied 24,25. One of 

the most commonly used strategies in the health sector is peer review.  

With the aim of qualifying the research instrument, the initial questionnaire was sent to 

a group of 10 reviewers, who were intentionally selected, based on the following criteria: a) 

have a degree in Dentistry; b) be a teacher with at least 10 years of experience; c) have a 

doctorate degree in the field of Dentistry, Dental Clinic, Public Health, Public Health or 

Epidemiology. The referees were professors identified by recognition in the area, and the 

requirements were verified by means of the Lattes Curriculum. 

 The instrument was made available on the Google Forms® platform, and the time for 

response was 7 days. The Professors were requested to classify each of the questions relative 

to their relevance to the research context, according to the scale: (0) “of no importance”; (1) 
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“not very important”; (2) “reasonably important”; (3) “important”; and, (4) “extremely 

important”. They also had the opportunity to describe their perceptions and recommendations 

with regard to the evaluation of grammar, syntax, organization and logical adequacy of 

structuring for each of the questions. 

 The data were tabulated and analyzed using the Content Validity Index (CVI), a method 

that allows the measurement of relevance of an item to the object studied by the degree of 

agreement of reviewers. To maintain the question, 75% of the reviewers should indicate the 

option (3) “important” or (4) “extremely important”, a value considered satisfactory for the 

development of new instruments2 27.  

In the face and content validation process, the pre-test represented the stage in which 

the  instrument for its target population was investigated. This new version was made available 

to 50 oral health professionals (dentists, hygienists or assistants) working in other regions of 

the country, except the southern region, for seven days.  

 

Application of the Questionnaire 

After final adjustments in the face and content validation phase, the instrument moved 

to the questionnaire application phase. The people who participated in this study were oral 

health professionals (dentists, hygienists or assistants) from the states of Paraná, Santa Catarina 

and Rio Grande do Sul, listed based on records of the Regional Dental Councils (RDCs)  

Data collection occurred in the period of August through to October 2020, by means of 

an electronic form on the Google Forms®, platform, with invitations to participants by e-mail 

by the respective RDCs.  

The invitation strategy was conducted in three different periods, with intervals of 15 and 

45 days, with the aim of providing all registered professionals with access to information and 

voluntary participation. In a complementary manner, the SBCSul Network used a broad 

dissemination strategy in partnership with the Health Departments, educational institutions and 

professional associations, reports on social networks (WhatsApp®, Instagram® Facebook®) and 

dissemination events on Lives Streaming, by Youtube®. 

On conclusion of filling out the electronic form, all participants were able to provide 

their contact e-mail for participation in subsequent stages. 

 

Analysis of psychometric properties 
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Exploratory data analyses were performed using the Statistical Package for the Social 

Sciences (SPSS) for Windows® version 21.0 (p ≤ 0.05).   

To analyze the psychometric properties, only the 37 objective questions prepared in 

accordance with NT 04/2020 were extracted11. This data set received this type of analysis with 

the aim of creating a scaled instrument to verify the compliance with measures to combat 

Covid-19 adopted in dental services for oral health professionals.   

These questions had an option to answer on a 5-point frequency Likert scale: (1) 

“never;” (2) “rarely”; (3) “sometimes”; (4) In the majority of times” (5) “always”. Furthermore, 

there was an option (6) “I don’t know”.  

For the validation process, the following exclusion criteria were defined: (1) 

respondents who did not receive clinical care during the Covid-19 syndemic period at the time; 

(2) those with the answer “I don’t know” to one or more questions under analysis.  

In the present study, the steps sought to measure reliability, representation and the 

hypothesis22,28. 

Reliability?/trustworthiness expresses the concept that is intended to be represented, that 

is, that the same subjects on different occasions or in equivalent tests  will produce the same 

results In the absence of instruments previously  validated for comparison in the same period, 

the test-retest technique can be used, which consists of applying the same instrument to the 

same population at two different times, and investigating whether there is a positive correlation 

between the responses, indicating the reliability of the instrument 

The selection of respondents for the retest occurred in a staggered manner, among those 

who agreed to participate in future stages. The data were reorganized and the identification 

code, generated from the order of the response date, was used both to identify non-response and 

to perform matching in the retest. 

To guarantee that the sample characteristics would be maintained, we sought to maintain 

the proportionality of respondents in the 3 professional categories and in the 3 states, thus 

establishing a minimum of 50 participants. The retest collection took place between 7 and 10 

days after the first participation, in a single attempt.  

Analysis of agreement between pairs of responses was obtained by using the intraclass 

correlation coefficient (ICC), which measures the correlation between two samples, in each 

question and in the total scale. Interpretation of the magnitude of the CCI estimators is classified 

as: no agreement (0.00), poor (0.01-0.19); weak (0.20-0.39); moderate (0.30-0.59); substantial 

(0.60-0.79); and almost complete (≥0.80)30. 
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Reproducibility was demonstrated using a Bland Altmann graph, considering the total 

value of the measure resulting from the sum of the question scores. Comparison between the 

Test-retest was made with the one-sample t-test. The reference value zero indicates good 

reproducibility (p>0.05)31. 

Representation analysis is a psychometric approach to ensure content validity, and 

involves two main techniques, internal consistency analysis and factor analysis. Internal 

consistency represents the correlation between each question and/or total of questions s22 and 

was evaluated by Cronbach's Alpha Coefficient, total and after removing the question, and by 

Item-Total Correlation. The existence of a very low item-value for correlation indicates that the 

question does not belong to the domain studied and, therefore, its exclusion is recommended29  

In this study, any question that presented: (1) Item-total correlation coefficient less than 

0.20; and/or, (2) Cronbach's Alpha Coefficient less than 0.7 32,33. 

Factor analysis in validation consists of a set of techniques to verify the common 

constructs necessary for explaining the inter-correlations between the  questions  of the 

instrument. Covariance, or factor loading, of a variable indicates whether it is a good indicator 

of the phenomenon evaluated Exploratory factor analysis seeks to generate the indicator from 

exploration of the data itself, which is the case in the present study. Conventional principal 

component analysis (PCA) was used to reduce variables into a number of unrelated 

components34.  We opted for the Direct Olkin rotation technique with Kaiser normalization, 

since the factors extracted were correlated 34,35.  

 Model fit was checked using the Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) test, Bartlett's test of 

sphericity and analysis of factor loadings. The KMO test has values between 0 and 1, which are 

classified as: excellent (0.90-1.00); good (0.80-0.89); median (0.70-0.79); mediocre (0.60-

0.69); poor (0.50-0.59); and inadequate (0.00-0.49) 35. Bartlett's sphericity value, with a 

significance level closest to zero (p<0.001), demonstrates the adequacy of the factor analysis 

to the data set 36. The analysis of factor loadings indicates the degree of correspondence between 

item and factor and representativeness. Items with factor loadings lower than 0.30 must be 

excluded from the analysis and the final instrument 36. 

For factor analysis to be performed, the normality of the data must be guaranteed. For 

this purpose, the Shapiro-Wilk test (p>0.05) was applied and, since the data presented a non-

parametric distribution, they were transformed. For this purpose, the logarithmic transformation 

was applied.  
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Hypothesis analysis is a construct validation method that seeks to verify whether the 

instrument is capable of predicting or discriminating a criterion external to itself, and its main 

technique is convergent-discriminant validation, which tests the correlation with variables to 

which the construct should relate22. 

At this stage, two questions about access to information, knowledge and confidence to 

act in care during that period were considered for the convergent validation process and one 

that addressed the feeling of insecurity and anxiety to act for divergent validation. This choice 

was made based on the construct, based on the possible correlation between these factors and 

the compliance of the professionals’ working conditions, verified by Spearman's Correlation 

Coefficient (p≤0.05) between the total value of the measure and the score of each of the other 

variables.  

 

RESULTS 

The instrument initially prepared by the Network consisted of 65 questions, including: 

14 related to sociodemographic, training and work profile; 43 with the availability of inputs and 

biosecurity measures; and 8 with professional practice, management, education and teamwork. 

Of these questions, 4 allowed open answers, and 61 were objective answers.  

 

Validation of the face and content 

Among the 10 reviewers, eight completed the initial instrument evaluation 

questionnaire. After analyzing the reviewers' suggestions, eight questions were no longer part 

of the questionnaire: four were combined into two, another five were unified, and two were 

definitively excluded because they had a CVI value <75%, which generated an average CVI 

for the instrument. 86%, a value considered satisfactory.  

Two questions about the availability and use of conventional Personal Protective 

Equipment (PPE) (coverallt, surgical mask, procedure gloves, protective glasses), which were 

presented together as a block, were divided into 4, each with the aim of unifying and identifying 

variations for each item. In addition, changes were made to the wording of 15 questions, with 

the aim of improving alternative answers, and making it easier to understand each question in 

the instrument. Furthermore, for the questions referring to NT 04/2020, the recommendation 

was to replace the form of the 5-point Likert scale used from agreement to frequency21.  

The new version of the instrument consisted of 57 questions, 52 of an objective, and 5 

of a subjective nature, and it was applied as a pre-test. The responses of 35 professionals were 
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analyzed. This allowed adjustments to be made to the final version. Some of the questions 

showed little or no variability in responses, indicating their exclusion. In the end, the instrument 

was submitted to reduction, regrouping and division of questions, in addition to modification 

of form (discursive question, open field for typing or use of the Likert-type Scale) and/or 

content (reformulation of the wording of the question or the options for answers). Details of the  

process of change  at this stage, were described in a previously published document21. 

The final version of the instrument resulted in 50 questions, 47 of which were objective, 

,and 3, subjective in nature.  It is noteworthy, however, that for the psychometric analysis of 

the instrument, only 37 of the 47 questions were considered quantitative in nature, as they refer 

to NT 04/2020 since each `question` in the analysis was called an `item`. 

 

Data collection 

 The final sample of the multicenter study had 2560 respondents, after excluding 

participants who did not fully respond to the 37 items directly related to NT 04/2020. The non-

probabilistic sample, was made up of a total of 1824 professionals. This made it possible to 

conduct the validation process of the psychometric properties. The sample consisted 

predominantly of women (77.1%) and mean age was 39.8 years (±10.4). Relative to occupation, 

the majority declared themselves to be dentists (76.9%), and they worked in Primary Care in 

the Unified Health System (55.6%). 

 

Reliability 

 For the retest stage, responses were obtained from 52 professionals, and of these the 

majority were women (80.8%), dentists (61.5%) with an average age of 36.1 years (± 9.6), 

enabling the reliability of the instrument to be assessed (Table 1)  
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Table 1 Analysis of reproducibility of the questionnaire on compliance with measures to combat Covid-19 in dental services 

for oral health professionals in Brazil, according to NT GVIMS/GGTES/ANVISA No. 04/2020.  

 

 
Item of the questionnaire a  

Intraclass 

Correlation 

Coefficient  

p-value 

Q1 Elective dental procedures suspended 0.855 <0.001 

Q2 Reduction in working hours or turnover of professionals 0.882 <0.001 

Q3 Participated in decision making 0.883 <0.001 

Q4 Patient asked about symptoms when scheduling appointments 0.870 <0.001 

Q5 Works in reception/screening to detect patients with suspected infection 0.815 <0.001 

Q6 Patients with symptoms are isolated from others  0.614 <0.001 

Q7 Minimum distancing is respected in the waiting room 0.921 <0.001 

Q8 Visual alerts are available 0.814 <0.001 

Q9 Advises patients about Covid-19 0.766 <0.001 

Q10 Dental emergency defined by clinical protocols 0.697 <0.001 

Q11 Use digital tools for tele-orientation/tele-monitoring 0.807 <0.001 

Q12 Interaction with other healthcare professionals during the pandemic 0.790 <0.001 

Q13 Cleaning/disinfection of the environment by a trained professional, with 

appropriate PPE 

0.858 <0.001 

Q14 Cleaning/disinfecting suction hoses after each service 0.826 <0.001 

Q15 Sterile and autoclaved handpieces at each dental appointment 0.926 <0.001 

Q16 Head coveralls available 0.702 <0.001 

Q17 Protective goggles available 0.650 <0.001 

Q18 Surgical Mask available 0.877 <0.001 

Q19 Procedure glove available 0.797 <0.001 

Q20 Face shield available 0.600 0.001 

Q21 N95/PFF2S/or equivalent mask available 0.699 <0.001 

Q22 Waterproof apron available 0.719 <0.001 

Q23 Use coverall 0.352 0.062 

Q24 Use protective goggles 0.743 <0.001 

Q25 Use surgical mask 0.787 <0.001 

Q26 Use procedure glove **  

Q27 Use face shield 0.862 <0.001 

Q28 Use N95/PFF2S/ mask or equivalent 0.839 <0.001 

Q29 Use waterproof apron 0.633 <0.001 

Q30 Re-use N95/PFF2/ mask or equivalent 0.475 0.012 

Q31 Cleaning and disinfecting the face shield at each service 0.809 <0.001 

Q32 Appropriate sequence of undressing for each service 0.449 0.018 

Q33 Avoid performing and/or requesting intra oral radiographic exams 0.889 <0.001 

Q34 Dental procedures carried out with 4 (four) hands. 0.951 <0.001 

Q35 Use a rubber dam when handling high-speed pens 0.859 <0.001 

Q36 Avoid procedures that generate aerosols 0.898 <0.001 

Q37 Uses high power suction system 0.923 <0.001 

       Total (sum of scores 0.945 <0.001 
a Response Options: 1 - never; 2 - rarely; 3 - sometimes; 4 - almost always; 5 - always. 

* Not calculated, 100% of score 5 (always) in the test and retest. 

 

It was observed that 34 of the 37 questions had an ICC ≥ 0.6, considered substantial to 

almost complete reproducibility. The remaining questions showed moderate agreement, with 

the lowest value being obtained for Q23 (wears coverall – CCI=0.35), Q32 (adequate sequence 

of donning and doffing – CCI=0.35) and Q30 (reuses N95 mask or equivalent; CCI= 0.,47)., 

However, the coefficient for the total sum of scores was high (0.94). 
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Therefore , the scale proved to be reliable, in which the Bland Atman graph indicated 

good reproducibility of the instrument as a whole (p>0.05). 

 

Analysis of representation 

Table 2 presents the measures of central tendency and dispersion of the responses 

obtained, as well as the percentage of ‘always’ responses, considered complete compliance with 

the measure. The instrument demonstrated good compliance of oral health services with the 

measures recommended by NT 04/2020, with the majority of item medians falling within scores 

4 (almost always) and 5 (always). Lower compliance was observed for Q5 (acting in 

reception/screening to detect patients with suspected infection) and Q36 (use of rubber dam 

when using high rotation), followed by reduction in working hours or turnover of professionals 

(Q2), use digital tools for telemonitoring and tele-orientation (Q11), and avoid 

performing/requesting intra oral X-rays (Q34).  

Table 2 also shows the internal consistency analysis measures. Relative to the item-total 

correlation, six items obtained values lower than 0.2 and were excluded from the final 

instrument (Q1, Q25, Q30, Q33, Q34 and Q37). After eliminating the items, the total value of 

Cronbach's Alpha coefficient was 0.857, indicating good/adequate internal consistency.  

 

Table 2 Internal consistency analysis of the items in the questionnaire conforming to measures to combat Covid-19 in dental 

services in Brazil, according to NT GVIMS/GGTES/ANVISA No. 04/2020. 

 

Item of questionnaire a 

Md* IQR* 

% 

score 5 

always) 

Correlation 

item-total 

Corrected 

Cronbach'

s alpha if 

item is 

removed 

Q1 Elective dental procedures suspended 4.0 2.0 37.9 --- --- 

Q2 Reduction in working hours or turnover of 

professionals 

3.0 4.0 28.8 0.296 0.867 

Q3 Participated in decision making 4.0 4.0 40.2 0.395 0.864 

Q4 Patient asked about symptoms when scheduling 

appointments 

5.0 1.0 70.3 0.521 0.860 

Q5 Works in reception/screening to detect patients 

with suspected infection 

2.0 3.0 20.5 0.232 0.869 

Q6 Patients with symptoms are isolated from others  5.0 1.0 66.4 0.448 0.862 

Q7 Minimum distancing is respected in the waiting 

room 

5.0 1.0 69.0 0.478 0.862 

Q8 Visual alerts are available 5.0 2.0 58.4 0.344 0.865 

Q9 Advises patients about Covid-19 5.0 2.0 53.7 0.471 0.861 

Q10 Dental emergency defined by clinical protocols 5.0 1.0 54.6 0.397 0.863 

Q11 Use digital tools for tele-orientation/tele-

monitoring 

3.0 4.0 27.1 0.413 0.863 

Q12 Interaction with other healthcare professionals 

during the pandemic 

4.0 2.0 35.3 0.323 0.865 

Q13 Cleaning/disinfection of the environment by a 

trained professional, with appropriate PPE 

5.0 2.0 57.0 0.479 0.861 

Q14 Cleaning/disinfecting suction hoses after each 

service 

4.0 2.0 49.3 0.477 0.861 
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Q15 Sterile and autoclaved handpieces at each dental 

appointment 

4.0 3.8 40.2 0.456 0.860 

Q16 Head coveralls available 5.0 0.0 92.7 0.393 0.864 

Q17 Protective goggles available 5.0 0.0 91.1 0.451 0.863 

Q18 Surgical Mask available 5.0 0.0 86.5 0.412 0.863 

Q19 Procedure glove available 5.0 0.0 94.6 0.312 0.866 

Q20 Face shield available 5.0 0.0 88.8 0.438 0.863 

Q21 N95/PFF2S/or equivalent mask available 5.0 1.0 69.2 0.515 0.860 

Q22 Waterproof apron available 5.0 2.0 60.5 0.548 0.859 

Q23 Use coverall 5.0 0.0 92.8 0.350 0.865 

Q24 Use protective goggles 5.0 0.0 80.6 0.340 0.864 

Q25 Use surgical mask 5.0 0.0 81.7 --- --- 

Q26 Use procedure glove 5.0 0.0 95.7 0.296 0.866 

Q27 Use face shield 5.0 0.0 81.4 0.376 0.864 

Q28 Use N95/PFF2S/ mask or equivalent 5.0 1.0 72.4 0.426 0.859 

Q29 Use waterproof apron 5.0 2.0 61.0 0.522 0.859 

Q30 Re-use N95/PFF2/ mask or equivalent 5.0 1.0 60.2 --- --- 

Q31 Cleaning and disinfecting the face shield at each 

service 

5.0 0.0 89.7 0.341 0.865 

Q32 Appropriate sequence of undressing for each 

service 

5.0 1.0 54.5 0.462 0.861 

Q33 Avoid performing and/or requesting intra oral 

radiographic exams 

3.0 2.0 15.1 --- --- 

Q34 Dental procedures carried out with 4 (four) hands. 4.0 3.0 44.8 --- --- 

Q35 Use a rubber dam when handling high-speed pens 2.0 3.0 13.0 0.350 0.865 

Q36 Avoid procedures that generate aerosols 3.0 2.0 19.4 0.201 0.868 

Q37 Uses high power suction system 4.0 4.0 45.4 --- --- 

  
Md* IQR* Mean SD* 

Cronbach’

s Alpha 

 Total (sum of scores** 125.0 21.0 122.9 16.7 
0.867 

 Total (Mean of scores)** 4.2 0.7 4.1 0.5 
 a Response Options: 1 - never; 2 - rarely; 3 - sometimes; 4         - almost always; 5 - always. --- Item excluded from the instrument due to item-

total correlation < 0.2; * Md – median; IQR – interquartile range; sd – standard deviation; ** Only items that remained in the instrument are 
included in the calculation. 

  

Table 3 shows the results of the exploratory factor analysis. One item (Q5) had an 

eigenvalue lower than 0.3 and was excluded from the analysis. The best adjustment was 

obtained by grouping the variables into five main components that together explained 51.1% 

of the variance in the responses. The block of questions related to the availability and use of 

conventional and face-shield PPE presented greater representation, alone explaining 23.8% of 

the total variance. The communalities had results between 0.741 and 0.307. The KMO test was 

0.856 and Bartlett sphericity with p<0.001, indicating good fit of the model.  
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Table 3 Exploratory Factor Analysis of the database using Principal Component Analysis (n=1824). 

 

Item of questionnaire a 
Components (factor loadings) 

Commonalities 
1 2 3 4 5 

Q19 Procedure glove available 0.872     0.741 

Q26 Use procedure glove 0.847     0.716 

Head coveralls available 0.829     0.694 

Use coverall 0.775     0.634 

Q17 Protective goggles available 0.692     0.552 

Q18 Surgical Mask available 0.629     0.500 

Q20 Face shield available 0.628     0.563 

Q27 Use face shield 0.590     0.580 

Q24 Use protective goggles 0.544     0.349 

Q36 Avoid procedures that generate aerosols  0.676    0.493 

  Q10 Dental emergency defined by clinical 

protocols 
 0.674    0.498 

Q6 Patients with symptoms are isolated from 

others 

 
0.607 

 
  0.444 

Q9 Advises patients about Covid-19  0.563    0.468 

Q4 Patient asked about symptoms when 

scheduling appointments 

 
0.500 

 
  0.447 

Q12 Interaction with other healthcare 

professionals during the pandemic 

 
0.445 

 
  0.336 

Q8 Visual alerts are available  0.400    0.307 

Q3 Participated in decision making   0.696   0.518 

Q2 Reduction in working hours or turnover of 

professionals 

 
 

0.662 
  0.443 

Q35 Use a rubber dam when handling high-speed 

pens 
  

0.485 
  0.342 

Q11 Use digital tools for tele-orientation/tele-

monitoring 

 
 

0.472 
  0.347 

Q7 Minimum distancing is respected in the 

waiting room 

 
 

0.453 
  0.401 

Q29 Use waterproof apron    -0.795  0.697 

Q22 Waterproof apron available    -0.780  0.711 

Q28 Use N95/PFF2S/ mask or equivalent    -0.650  0.615 

Q21 N95/PFF2S/or equivalent mask available    -0.636  0.607 

Q14 Cleaning/disinfecting suction hoses after 

each service 
  

 
 -0.628 0.533 

Q31 Cleaning and disinfecting the face shield at 

each service 
  

 
 -0.621 0.442 

Q32 Appropriate sequence of undressing for each 

service 
  

 
 -0.596 0.471 

Q13 Cleaning/disinfection of the environment by 

a trained professional, with appropriate PPE 
  

 
 -0.492 0.479 

Q15 Sterile and autoclaved handpieces at each 

dental appointment 
  

 
 -0.429 0.386 

Eigenvalues  7.13 3.81 1.70 1.50 1.18  

Variance (%) 23.77 12.69 5.66 5.00 3.94  
a a Scores on a five-point frequency Likert scale (subjected to logarithmic transformation), Q5 excluded from analysis due to 

factor loading <0.3; * Direct On Rotation with Kaiser normalization; KMO test = 0.856/ Bartlett Hispanic (Chi-square) = 

22464.542 (p<0.001); Convergent rotations in 18 iterations.  
 

The final version of the instrument had 30 items, and can be seen in Chart 1. 
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Chart 1 Questionnaire on compliance with measures to combat Covid-19 in dental services for oral health professionals in 

Brazil, according to NT GVIMS/GGTES/ANVISA No. 04/2020. 

Code Item of questionnaire*# 

Q1      Excluded 

Q2 In my service, there was a reduction in the workload or rotation of professionals to minimize the risks of 

contamination 

Q3 I participated in making decisions about changes to my work during the Covid-19 pandemic. 

Q4 When scheduling outpatient appointments, at my place of work, patients are asked if they have symptoms 

of a respiratory infection (for example: fever, cough, runny nose, difficulty breathing, among others). 

Q5      Excluded 

Q6 At my workplace, patients who show up with symptoms of respiratory tract infection (cough, runny nose, 

fever, difficulty breathing, among others) are immediately isolated from the other patients (allocated to 

a separate room, preferably ventilated, with a surgical mask and with easy access to respiratory and hand 

hygiene supplies). 

Q7 In the waiting room, a minimum distance of 1 meter between each person is respected. 

Q8 At my workplace, to provide patients with guidance on the correct form of hand hygiene, respiratory 

hygiene/cough etiquette, among others, visual alerts are made available at the entrance to the health 

service and in other strategic locations (waiting areas , elevators, cafeterias, etc.). 

Q9 At my workplace, I guide my patients about the signs and symptoms of Covid-19, means of 

contamination and spread of the disease, prevention and control measures, and what to do if you suspect 

you are sick. 

Q10 At my workplace, I guide my patients about the signs and symptoms of Covid-19, means of 

contamination and spread of the disease, prevention and control measures, and what to do if you suspect 

you are sick. 

Q11 At my workplace, oral health professionals use digital tools (cell phone paps, email) to tele-guide or tele-

monitor patients. 

Q12 During the pandemic, I interacted with other health professionals to discuss the work process in clinical 

practice. 

Q13 At my workplace, the process of cleaning and disinfecting the environment is carried out by a trained 

professional, who has and uses the following Personal Protective Equipment (PPE): hat, protective 

glasses or face shield, surgical mask, waterproof apron, gloves rubber and waterproof shoes. 

Q14 Cleaning and disinfection of the suction hoses is carried out with a chlorine-based disinfectant 

(concentration of 2,500 mg of chlorine per liter of water), or another disinfectant indicated for this 

purpose, at each service. 

Q15 I use sterile and autoclaved handpieces (high and low rotation pens) at each dental appointment. 

 At my place  of work. the following PPE is available in sufficient quantity: 

Q16 Cap/Helmet/Coverall 

Q17 Protective Goggles 

Q18 Surgical Mask 

Q19 Procedure glove 

Q20 Face shield  

Q21 N95/PFF2S/or equivalent mask 

Q22 Waterproof apron  

 Considering Covid-19, when caring for patients I use the following PPE: 

Q23 Cap/Helmet/Coverall 

Q24 Protective Goggles 

Q25      Excluded 

Q26 Procedure glove 

Q27 Face shield 

Q28 N95/PFF2S/or equivalent mask 

Q29 Waterproof apron 

Q30      Excluded 

Q31 At my place, of work I clean and disinfect the face shield with 70% liquid alcohol or another product 

recommended by the manufacturer at each service. 

Q32 After each attendance, I perform the following undressing sequence: removing gloves, washing hands, 

removing face shield, removing cap, removing apron, washing hands, leaving the clinical environment, 

removing protective glasses, removing mask , handwashing. 

Q33      Excluded 

Q34      Excluded 

Q35 At my place of work, due to the Covid-19 pandemic, the rubber dam is used during services that require 

the use of high-speed pens. 
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Q36 At my place of  work, we avoid procedures that require the use of equipment that generates aerosols 

(triple syringe in the form of mist/spray, high and low rotation pens, bicarbonate jets or ultrasound) due 

to the Covid-19 pandemic. 

Q37       Excluded 

* Response Options: 1 - never; 2 - rarely; 3 - sometimes; 4 - almost always; 5 - always; 6 - I don’t know. 
# The questions are translated into English, but the questionnaire was only validated in Portuguese (Brazilian).  

 

Analysis by hypothesis 

These results of the analysis of convergence are presentation in Table 4. For the two 

convergent validity analysis questions there was a moderate positive correlation (p<0.001). For 

divergent construct analysis, there was a weak negative correlation (p<0.001).  

Table 4.  Spearman correlation (rho) between access to information, feeling of security at work, stress and compliance with 

best practice measures to control the spread of COVID-19 in the health service in Brazil, according to NT 

GVIMS/GGTES/ANVISA No. 04/2020 (n=1824). 

 

 

Adherence to good 

practice measures in 

health 

services/COVID-19 

Received 

guidance at the 

place of work* 

I feel well 

informed and 

safe* 

I feel anxious 

and worrried* 

Adherence to good practice 

measures in health 

services/COVID-19 1.00 --- --- --- 

Received guidance at the place 

of work* 
  0.425** 1,00 --- --- 

I feel well informed and safe*   0.400**   0.377**  1.00 --- 

I feel anxious and worrried* - 0.128** - 0.105** - 0.308** 1.00 

*Response Options: 1 -  totally disagree; 2 - partially disagree; 3 - neither agree nor disagree; 4 - I partially agree; 5 - I 

completely agree (‘I don’t know’ responses were considered ‘missing’). 

**Significant Correlation at level of 0.01%. 

 

 

DISCUSSION 

The present study was conducted with the purpose of validating the first instrument 

designed to analyze the compliance with measures to combat Covid-19 in oral health services. 

The instrument was shown to be easy to interpret, apply and demonstrated reproducibility, since 

the questions in it were based on the representativity of subjects since the time of their 

conceptual definition. Furthermore, a methodological differential was envisaged, in which all 

professional categories in oral health were included; that is, dentists, hygienists or assistants. 

At this point, it contrasted with national and international literature, which has collected 

information about biosafety or work processes only among dentists5,13-20. 

The development of instruments benefits from the use of techniques that aim to ensure 

that the instrument actually represents the phenomenon it proposes to measure, in both content 

and construct. We emphasize that the problem of validity and the construction of instruments 

is a central aspect of the context of both psychosocial and health sciences as a whole, given the 
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need for congruence between these and the particularities of the properties that are studied.22,28 

In the present study, these techniques, in addition to the collaboration and sharing of 

experiences of researchers from the multicenter network, allowed an instrument to be 

developed, capable of investigating a broad scope of different aspects of  working conditions 

in oral health, right away in the first year of the Covid-19 syndemic.  Moreover it was possible 

to generate a scale capable of evaluating the compliance with measures to combat Covid-19 in 

oral health services in accordance with the Brazilian guidelines for prevention and control of 

the spread of CHARS-CoV-2 in these services. Furthermore, it was  a scale that showed 

satisfactory psychometric characteristics according to the reliability and validity criteria of the 

construct35-37.  

Covid-19 had widespread impact on the environment and work context in oral health  

on a global scale. Several changes were recommended to guarantee fundamental oral health 

care safely for professionals and patients, starting with raising awareness of the danger arising 

from droplets and aerosols produced by work equipment, through to the use of items of PPE 

that were previously uncommon in the daily lives of many workers. Among the above-

mentioned PPE were items such as N95/PFF-2 type face masks or face shields, and the 

recommendations to suspend elective  dental care 38-40. This was a context that recommended 

efforts to develop alternatives for scientific research into the context of the work of these 

professionals.  

The validity of an instrument is included within a broad and divergent conceptual field, 

and it extends outwards beyond the classical foundation of sensitivity and specificity. 

Moreover, it  seeks to assess the extent to which the results of measurement values  all 

meaningful and interretable41-43. This research sought to respect the theoretical structuring and 

epistemic perspective, which are  features  that are central and primordial to the approach to the 

problem, in order to ensure that statistical analysis does  not become outstanding out and 

determine the investigation, but rather  that itis an instrument in favor of the investigation,2 22,44 

This is why the psychometric measurements were directed exclusively to that part of the 

instrument which, in fact, had the  criteria  required for this type of analysis. That is to say, in 

the same way as validation techniques adapt the instrument, the choice of these techniques must 

respect and be adapted to the theoretical purpose of the instrument. 

The use of a validated instrument can allow the comparison of compliance with the 

measures to combat Covid-19 in oral health services in different environments (public versus 

private), level of training (technician versus higher education or generalists versus specialists), 
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in order to compare the different stages of the pandemic or locations (municipalities, states and 

regions), among others. Furthermore, the data are of great value for strategies of greater 

adherence to the measures, which could refer to identification of  the items with greater or lesser 

compliance or even assist in the planning of actions to guarantee   continuing education 

structural or organizational changes so that there cooed be a decline in the risk of contamination 

by Covid-19 among workers and users. 

The process of validation involves several steps, and to validate the construct, a sample 

of over 1800 participants was included in the study. Larger samples tend to stabilize the 

component pattern, minimize the probability of errors, maximize the accuracy of population 

estimates, in addition to allowing an increase in generalization of the results 42. Therefore, the 

instrument provided  the capability for a comprehensible manner of measuring  and identifying 

a broad, but convergent  of factors related to the process of working in Dentistry in order to 

combat Covid-19. 

Furthermore, it is important to point out that this study had limitations Relative to the 

theoretical framework, the study was developed in a very early period of the syndemic, when 

there were daily advances in scientific research about Covid-19, to an extent unprecedented in 

the history of modern science. This was achieved through funding and the continuous 

collaboration of researchers around the world.  When developing the questionnaire, the (B 

Brazilian  researchers chose to prioritize the inclusion of questions that had a more general and 

broader capacity for assessment. They restricted items that could be changed, depending on the 

stage of the syndemic.  

Relative to the sample, the study was conducted with a convenience sample, and  it  was 

performed as  a web survey. To minimize the impact of the above-mentioned factors., there was 

an active search and the use of sample control strategies throughout the weeks during which 

the study was conducted. Post-stratification, with the comparison of the final sample and the 

number of people enrolled in Federal Council of Dentistry45 according to gender, age, 

professional category and place of work, were considered , factors that were indicative of the 

adequacy of the sample. 

Among the limitations of the validation process, it is noteworthy that, although validity 

and construct procedures were carried out, criterion validity was not possible, due to the 

absence of another validated instrument with the same focus, whether in Portuguese or in other 

languages. To overcome this limitation, measures such as the test-retest method were used, with 

high reliability and 42, in which only two questions were not significant, however, it was 
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borderline. Thus, due to the limited sample size in the respective phase, were kept that question 

for evaluation in subsequent stages of validation. 

 Although the instrument presented inclusion of the three professional categories as a 

difference, it is important to note that the psychometric analysis considered the set of responses 

for the group of oral health professionals, and not each category individually. The study of the 

particularities and differences between each category, therefore, requires greater depth and 

further research. 

 

CONCLUSION 

The present study was to validate an instrument designed for oral health professionals 

(dentists, hygienists or assistants) in compliance with measures to combat Covid-19 in dental 

services according to the guidelines of the Brazilian National Health Surveillance Agency.  

In its final version, the instrument showed adequate psychometric properties relative to 

reliability and representation of the phenomenon studied,  on an accessible measurement scale. 

Despite the updates to NT 04/2020, the recommendations for combating Covid-19 remained in 

place, and therefore, the instrument can be used in other contexts in Brazil. 

 

REFERENCES 

1. Horton R. Offline: Covid-19 is not a pandemic. Lancet. 2020; 396: 874. 10.1016/S0140-

6736(20)32000-6. 

2. Grasselli G, Pesenti A, Cecconi M. Critical care utilization for the covid-19 outbreak in lombardy, 

italy: early experience and forecast during an emergency response. JAMA. 2020;323(16):1545–1546. 

3. Li Q, Guan X, Wu P, Wang X, Zhou L, Tong Y, Ren R, Leung KSM, Lau EHY, Wong JY, Xing X, 

Xiang N, Wu Y, Li Chen Q, Li D, Liu T, Zhao J, Liu M, Tu W, Chen C, Jin L, Rang R, Wang Q, Zhou 

S, Wang R, Liu H, Luo Y, Liu Y, Shao G, Li H, Tao Z, Yang Y, Deng Z, Liu B, Ma Z, Zhang Y, Shi 

G, Lam TTY, Wu JT, Gao GF, Cowling BJ, Yang B, Leung GM, Feng Z. Early transmission dynamics 

in Wuhan, China, of novel coronavirus-infected pneumonia. N Engl J Med. 2020;383(13):1199-1207. 

4. Van Doremalen N, Bushmaker T, Morris DH, Myndi GH, Gamble A, Williamson BN, Tamin A, 

Harcourt JL, Thornburg NJ, Gerber SI, Lloyd-Smith JO, De Wit E, Munster VJ. Aerosol and Surface 

Stability of SARS-CoV-2 as compared with SARS-CoV-1. N Eng J Med. 2020;382(16):1564-1567. 

5. Ahmed MA, Jouhar R, Ahmed N, Adnan S, Aftab m, Zafar MS, Khurshid Z. Fear and practice 

modifications among dentists to combat novel Coronavirus Disease (Covid-19) Outbreak. Int J Environ 

Res Public Health. 2020;17(8):2821. 

6. Peng X, Xu X, Li Y, Cheng L, Zhou X, Ren B. Transmission routes of 2019-nCoV and controls in 

dental practice. Int J Oral Sci. 2020;12(1):9. 



20 
 PREPARATION AND VALIDATION OF AN INSTRUMENT CONCERNING CONFORMITY OF  

MEASURES FOR COPING WITH COVID-19 IN ORAL HEALTH SERVICES IN BRAZIL 

 

 Revista Contexto & Saúde - Editora Unijuí – ISSN 2176-7114 – V. 24 – N. 48 – 2024 – e14627 

 

7. Ather A, Patel B, Ruparel NB, Diogenes A, Hargreaves KM. Coronavirus Disease 19 (Covid-19): 

Implications for Clinical Dental Care. J Endod. 2020; 46(5): 584-595. 

8. Peres-NetoJ, Souza MF, Barbosa AMC, Marsico LL, Barbieri W, Palacio DC, Bonfim D, Monteiro 

CN, Mafra ACCN, Silva-Junior MF. Factors Associated with SARS-CoV-2 Infection among Oral 

Health Team Professionals. Pesqui Bras Odontopediatria Clín Integr. 2021; 21: e0089.  

9. Bielecka A, Mohammadi AA. State-of-the-art in biosafety and biosecurity in European countries. 

Arch Immunol Ther Exp (Warsz). 2014;62(3):169-78.  

10. Segata J. Covid-19, biossegurança e antropologia. Horiz Antropol. 2020; 26(57): 275-313. 

11. Brasil. Agência Nacional de Vigilância Sanitária (ANVISA). Nota técnica 

GVIMS/GGTES/ANVISA No.  04/2020 orientações para serviços de saúde: medidas de prevenção e 

controle que devem ser adotadas durante a assistência aos casos suspeitos ou confirmados de infecção 

pelo novo coronavírus (SARS-CoV-2). Brasília: TABLE  2020 

12. Soares RC, Rocha JS, Rosa SV, Gonçalves JRDSN, Perlas Condori PL, Ribeiro AE, Moysés SJ, 

Baldani MH. Quality of biosafety guidelines for dental clinical practice in world in early Covid-19 

pandemic: A systematic review. Epidemiol Health. 2021: e2021089.  

13. Ahmadi H, Ghorbani F, Ebrahimi A. The impact of Covid-19 pandemic on dental practice in Iran: 

a questionnaire-based report. BMC Oral Health. 2020;20(1):354. 

14. Castro MS, Castilho AVSS, Azevedo-Silva LJ, Santos LF, Orenha ES, Sales-Peres SHC. 

Coronavirus Disease 2019 biological risk and clinical care protocol in dentistry: a systematic review. 

Act. Scientific Dent. Sci. 2021;5(5):28-43. 

15. Duruk G, Gümüşboğa ZŞ, Çolak C. Investigation of Turkish dentists’ clinical atitudes and behaviors 

towards the Covid-19 pandemic: a survey study. Braz Oral Res. 2020;34(1):e054.  

16. Gaspar GS, Figueiredo N, Lucena EHG, Ceissler CAS, Cavalcanti RP, Goes PSA. Characterization 

of dental surgeons of Pernambuco state in the Covid-19 pandemic context: preliminary data. Pesqui 

Bras Odontopediatria Clín Integr. 2020;20(1):1-7. 

17. Kamate SK, Sharma S, Thakar S, Srivastata D, Sengupta K, Hadi AJ, Chaudhary A, Joshi R, 

Dhanker K.  Assessing knowledge, attitudes and practices of dental practitioners regarding the Covid-

19 pandemic: A multinational study. Dent Med Probl. 2020;57(1):11-17. 

18. Moraes RR, Correa MB, Queiroz AB, Daneris A, Lopes JP, Cenci TP, D’Avila OP, Cenci MS, Lima 

GS, Demarco FF. Covid-19 challenges to dentistry in the new pandemic epicenter: Brazil. PloS One. 

2020;15(11):e0242251. 

19. Tysiąc-Miśta M, Dziedzic A. The attitudes and professional approaches of dental practitioners 

during the Covid-19 outbreak in Poland: a cross-sectional survey. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 

2020;17(3):4703. 

20. Vieira-Meyer APGF, Coutinho MB, Santos HPG, et al. Brazilian primary and secondary public oral 

health attention: are dentists ready to face the Covid-19 pandemic? Disaster Med Public Health Prep. 

2020;1-8. 

21. Ditterich RG, Baldani, MH. Warmling CM. Rede colaborativa de pesquisa sobre biossegurança em 

odontologia: múltiplos olhares frente aos novos desafios. Ponta Grossa: UEPG; 2021. 



21 
 PREPARATION AND VALIDATION OF AN INSTRUMENT CONCERNING CONFORMITY OF  

MEASURES FOR COPING WITH COVID-19 IN ORAL HEALTH SERVICES IN BRAZIL 

 

 Revista Contexto & Saúde - Editora Unijuí – ISSN 2176-7114 – V. 24 – N. 48 – 2024 – e14627 

 

22. Pasquali L. Teoria dos testes na Psicologia e na Educação. Rio de Janeiro: Vozes; 2017. 

23. Coluci MZO, Alexandre NMC, Milani D. Construção de instrumentos de medida na área da saúde. 

Cienc Saude Colet 2015; 20(3): 925-936, 2015. 

24. Raymundo VP. Construção e validação de instrumentos: um desafio para a psicolinguística. Letras 

Hoje 2009; 44(3): 86-93. 

25. Alexandre NMC, Coluci MZO. Validade de conteúdo nos processos de construção e adaptação de 

instrumentos de medidas. Cienc Saude Colet 2011; 16(7): 3061-3068.  

26. Yussof MSB. ABC of Content Validation and Content Validity Index Calculation. Edu Med J. 2019; 

11(2):49-54. 

27. Lynn MR. Determination and quantification of content validity. Nursing Research. 1986;35(6):381–

5. 

28. Echevaria-Guanilo ME, Gonçaves N, Romanoski PJ. Propriedades psicométricas de instrumentos 

de medidas: bases conceituais e métodos de avaliação - Parte I. Texto Context Enf. 2017; 26(4): 295-

36. 

29. Martins GA. Sobre confiabillidade e validade. Rev Bras Gest N. 2006;8(20): 1-12. 

30. Miot HA. Análise de concordância em estudos clínicos e experimentais. J Vasc Bras. 2016 abr.-

Jun.; 15(2):89-92 

31. Hirakata VN, Camey SA. Análise de concordância entre métodos de Bland-Altman Ver HCPA 2009; 

29(3): 261-268. 

32. Terwee CB, Bot SD, de Boer MR, van der Windt DA, Knol DL, Dekker J, Bouter LM, De Vet 

HCW. Quality criteria were proposed for measurement properties of health status questionnaires. J Clin 

Epidemiol. 2007 Jan;60(1):34-42. 

33. Wallston BS, Wallston KA, Kaplan GD, Maidcs SA. Development and Validation of the Health 

Loeus of Control (HLC) Scale. Age. 1976;17:49. 

34. Matos DAS, Rodrigues EC. Análise fatorial. Brasília: Enap; 2019. 

35. Figueiredo-Filho DB, Silva Júnior JA. Visão além do alcance: uma introdução à análise fatorial. 

Opin Publica. 2010; 16(1):160-185. 

36. Carvalho JRM, Pereira JM. Aplicação da análise fatorial na identificação dos fatores de desempenho 

não-financeiros das empresas salineiras no estado do Rio Grande do Norte. Rev Inform Cont. 2007; 

2(1): 94-101. 

37. Streiner DL, Norman GR. Health measurement scales: A practical guide to their development and 

use. Oxford University Press: Oxford, 2003. 

38. Spagnuolo G, DeVito D, Rengo S, Tatullo M. Covid-19 outbreak: an overview on dentistry. Int J 

Environ Res Public Health. 2020; 17(6):2094. 

39. Yan Y, Chen H, Chen L, Cheng B, Diao P, Dong D, Gao X, Gu H, He L, Ji C, Jin H, Lai W, Lei T, 

Li L, Li L, Li R, Liu D, Liu W, Lu Q, Shi Y, Song J, Tao J, Wang B, Wang G, Wu Y, Xiang L, Xie J, 

Xu j, Yao Z, Zhang F, Zhang J, Zhong S, Li H, Li H. Consensus of Chinese experts on protection of 



22 
 PREPARATION AND VALIDATION OF AN INSTRUMENT CONCERNING CONFORMITY OF  

MEASURES FOR COPING WITH COVID-19 IN ORAL HEALTH SERVICES IN BRAZIL 

 

 Revista Contexto & Saúde - Editora Unijuí – ISSN 2176-7114 – V. 24 – N. 48 – 2024 – e14627 

 

skin and mucous membrane barrier for healthcare workers fighting against coronavirus disease 2019. 

Dermatol Ther. 2020 Maria  e13310 

40. Gaudin A, Arbab-Chirani R, Perez F. Effect of Covid-19 on Dental Education and Practice in France. 

Front Dent Med. 2020; 1. https://doi.org/10.3389/fdmed.2020.00005. 

41. Góes PSA, Fernandes LMA, Lucena LBSL. Validação de instrumentos de coleta de dados. In: 

Antunes JLF, Peres MA. Epidemiologia da saúde bucal. Rio de Janeito: Guanabara Koogan, 2006.  

42. Bortoluzzi MC, Martins LD, Takahashi A, Ribeiro B, Martins L, Baldani MH. Desconfortos 

associados às cirurgias de extração dentária e construção de instrumento de medida (QCirDental). Parte 

I: impactos e consistência interna. Ciênc Saúde Colet, 23(1):267-276, 2018. 

43. McDowell I. Measuring health: a guide to rating scales and questionnaires.  Oxford: Oxford 

University Press; 2006. 

44. Santana DAS, Wartha EJ. Construção e validação de instrumento de coleta de dados na pesquisa em 

Ensino de Ciências. Amazon Rev Edu Cien Mat. 2020; 16(36): 39-52. 

45. Conselho Federal de Odontologia (CFO). Dados estatísticos de profissionais e entidades ativas por 

localidade. [acessado em 10 jun. 2020]. Disponível m:  https://website.cfo.org.br/estatisticas/ 

 
Submitted: June 12, 2023 

Accepted: February 12, 2024 

Published: August 12, 2024 

 

Authors’ Contributions: 

Manoelito Ferreira Silva Júnior: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Visualization, 

Writing – original draft. 

Luciana Zambillo Palma: Conceptualization, Data curation, Writing – original draft. 

Cristine Maria Warmling: Conceptualization, Data curation, Project administration, Writing – review & 

editing. 

Vinícius Spiger: Conceptualization, Data curation, Writing – original draft. 

Rafael Gomes Ditterich: Conceptualization, Data curation, Writing – review & editing. 

Giovana Daniela Pecharki: Conceptualization, Data curation, Writing – review & editing. 

Renata Goulart Castro: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Visualization, Writing – 

review & editing. 

Márcia Helena Baldani: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Project administration, 

Visualization, Writing – review & editing. 

All authors approved the final version of the text. 

 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fdmed.2020.00005


23 
 PREPARATION AND VALIDATION OF AN INSTRUMENT CONCERNING CONFORMITY OF  

MEASURES FOR COPING WITH COVID-19 IN ORAL HEALTH SERVICES IN BRAZIL 

 

 Revista Contexto & Saúde - Editora Unijuí – ISSN 2176-7114 – V. 24 – N. 48 – 2024 – e14627 

 

Conflict of Interest: There is no conflict of interest. 

 

Financing: Does not have financing 

 

 

Corresponding Author: 

Márcia Helena Baldani 

State University of Ponta Grossa  

Campus Uvaranas – Bloco M – 52B – 2º Piso 

Avenida General Carlos Cavalcanti, 4748, Uvaranas, Ponta Grossa/PR, Brazil. CEP: 84030-900. 

 mbaldani@uepg.br  

 

Editor: Dr. Meire Coelho Ferreira 

Editor-in-chief: Dr. Adriane Cristina Bernat Kolankiewicz 

 

 

This is an open access article distributed under the terms of Creative Commons license. 

 
 

 

mailto:mbaldani@uepg.br
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

