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Appendix 6: Indicator reliability  

Analysts that collect the Global Crisis Severity Index (GCSI) data rank indicators within each crisis for reliability. Reliability is qualitatively scored as “high”, “medium”, or “low”.  The data underlying the indicators in the “Conditions of People Affected by the Crisis” pillar have generally lower reliability (greater than 20% of crises are scored low for these indicators) relative to other indicators (Appendix Table 6.1).  In addition, indicators related to counting deaths, such as ‘number of fatalities’ and ‘total number of killed in all crisis’ are also subject to lower reliability.  

	Appendix Table 6.1. Distribution of indicator reliability, as scored by GCSI analysts. 

	 
	High 
	Medium
	Low
	N

	Landmass affected - absolute*
	0.20
	0.74
	0.06
	162

	People living in the affected area - absolute*
	0.09
	0.80
	0.11
	161

	People affected - absolute*
	0.04
	0.78
	0.18
	155

	People displaced - absolute**
	0.10
	0.71
	0.19
	140

	Number of people ill
	0.08
	0.85
	0.07
	87

	Number of people injured
	0.05
	0.90
	0.05
	78

	Number of fatalities
	0.08
	0.69
	0.23
	131

	Level 1: None/Minor humanitarian conditions
	0.02
	0.76
	0.22
	145

	Level 2: Stressed humanitarian conditions
	0.02
	0.77
	0.21
	143

	Level 3: Moderate humanitarian conditions
	0.01
	0.73
	0.26
	143

	Level 4: Severe humanitarian conditions
	0.02
	0.73
	0.25
	141

	Level 5: Extreme humanitarian conditions
	0.02
	0.77
	0.21
	141

	Total killed in all crisis*
	0.08
	0.62
	0.30
	145

	Crisis affected groups**
	0.27
	0.71
	0.02
	150

	Impediments to entry into country (bureaucratic and administrative)**
	0.51
	0.48
	0.01
	161

	Restriction of movement (impediments to freedom of movement and/or administrative restrictions)*
	0.45
	0.48
	0.06
	163

	Interference into implementation of humanitarian activities**
	0.43
	0.55
	0.02
	163

	Violence against personnel, facilities and assets**
	0.46
	0.49
	0.05
	165

	Denial of existence of humanitarian needs or entitlements to assistance**
	0.45
	0.51
	0.04
	159

	Restriction and obstruction of access to services and assistance*
	0.48
	0.49
	0.04
	162

	Ongoing insecurity/hostilities affecting humanitarian assistance**
	0.48
	0.49
	0.02
	164

	Presence of mines and improvised explosive devices **
	0.44
	0.54
	0.03
	157

	Physical constraints in the environment (obstacles related to terrain, climate, lack of infrastructure, etc.)**
	0.46
	0.54
	0.00
	162

	*Indicator retained in final model

	**Indicator removed from final model



We compared the reliability of the indicators retained in the final model to the reliability of indicators that were removed. To do so, for each indicator, we added the total number of crises that were scored as low, medium, or high reliability. We then constructed three logistic regression models to assess the association between whether the indicator was retained and each reliability level. We found that retained indicators had a marginally lower likelihood of having high reliability scores (Appendix Table 6.2), but showed no difference between medium and low reliability scores.     



	Appendix Table 6.2. Logistic regression models for retained indicators (outcome) and reliability score. Beta estimates are shown for retained indicators, given the number of crises with each reliability score

	Reliability Score
	Beta 
	Standard Error
	p-value

	Low
	0.12
	0.07
	0.10

	Medium
	0.06
	0.04
	0.11

	High
	-0.04
	0.02
	0.08
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