
http://www.ajopa.org Open Access

African Journal of Psychological Assessment 
ISSN: (Online) 2617-2798, (Print) 2707-1618

Page 1 of 11 Review Article

Read online:
Scan this QR 
code with your 
smart phone or 
mobile device 
to read online.

Authors:
Esther J. Chongwo1 
Ezra K. Too1 
Adam A. Mabrouk1 
Amina Abubakar1 

Affiliations:
1Institute for Human 
Development, Aga Khan 
University, Nairobi, Kenya

Corresponding author:
Esther Chongwo,
esther.chongwo@aku.edu 

Dates:
Received: 30 Dec. 2022
Accepted: 10 June 2023
Published: 26 Sept. 2023

How to cite this article:
Chongwo, E.J., Too, E.K., 
Mabrouk, A.A., & Abubakar, A. 
(2023). Adolescent hope 
and optimism: A scoping 
review of measures and their 
psychometric properties. 
African Journal of 
Psychological Assessment, 
5(0), a137. https://doi.
org/10.4102/ajopa.v5i0.137

Copyright:
© 2023. The Authors. 
Licensee: AOSIS. This work 
is licensed under the 
Creative Commons 
Attribution License. Introduction

Adolescence is a critical stage characterised by socio-emotional, psychological, physical and 
intellectual growth and development (Bowers et al., 2010; Lerner et al., 2005; Snyder et al., 1997). 
It is thought that during this period, individuals are malleable and are capable of developing 
habits, virtues, skills, competencies and knowledge that will be useful in later life (Allemand 
et al., 2015). As such, adaptive or maladaptive experiences can also occur during this period; 
hence, there is a need to view adolescents as resources to be developed and not problems to be 
managed (Roth & Brooks-Gunn, 2003). Therefore, this is a unique stage for positively moulding 
an individual’s character to ensure they thrive and flourish in the society. Character development, 
one of the 6Cs of positive youth development, is thought to involve acquiring positive mental 
and behavioural attributes through person and context interactions (Lerner et al., 2012).

Adolescent character development has been linked to various health benefits, including improved 
self-esteem (Fenton et al., 2010) and healthy behaviours such as nutrition, exercise and sexual 
health, among others (Catalano et al., 2004; Hoyt et al., 2012). Hope and optimism are character 
strengths that have been consistently linked to positive health outcomes in adolescents, including 
mental and physical health (Häggström Westberg et al., 2019). Snyder et al. (1997) defined hope 
as belief in one’s abilities to seek for opportunities (pathway) in order to attain their goals 
(agency) (Snyder et al., 1997). Agency refers to an individual’s belief in their capacity to initiate, 
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control and influence actions towards attainment of 
desired goals, while pathway refers to the perception of 
having viable strategies or resources that can facilitate one’s 
progress towards achieving the desired goals (Snyder et al., 
1997). In essence, hope involves having a positive attitude 
for the future combined with the belief that one has the 
agency to actively pursue goals and the pathway to attain 
them (Snyder et al., 1997). In contrast, optimism has been 
defined as general positive expectations about future 
outcomes (Scheier & Carver, 1992). Individuals with a 
sense of agency are more likely to hold optimistic beliefs 
and feel confident in their ability to navigate challenges.

Hope and optimism are closely related constructs. In the 
literature, there is a blurred distinction between hope and 
optimism, and these two concepts have been frequently used 
interchangeably (Gillham & Reivich, 2004). These concepts 
share a common theme of belief in the future/future 
orientation (Catalano et al., 2004; Sun & Shek, 2012). However, 
other studies have argued that these concepts could be 
distinct but overlapping constructs (Bryant & Cvengros, 
2004; Magaletta & Oliver, 1999; Snyder, 2000). Despite 
their close relationship, optimism involves a generalised 
expectation of positive outcomes and the belief that adversity 
is less likely to occur (Scheier & Carver, 1985). In contrast, 
hope is more goal-oriented and specific, involving the setting 
of goals, identification of pathways to achieve them, and 
maintaining motivation and agency in pursuing those goals 
(Snyder, 2000). Overall, both constructs have consistently 
been seen as valued positive youth development strengths 
that enhance positive outcomes (McCoy & Bowen, 2015; 
Sun & Shek, 2012). 

Optimism in adolescents has been reported to have 
protective effects against mental health problems (Ames 
et al., 2015), such as anxiety (Dooley et al., 2015), substance 
abuse (Ansari et al., 2019), depressive disorders (Ames 
et al., 2015), and suicide (Tanner et al., 2014). Other 
documented benefits include enhanced social relations, 
greater academic achievement, better problem-solving 
skills and positive coping strategies (Carver & Scheier, 
2014). Similarly, hope has been documented to enhance 
youth’s life satisfaction, improve self-esteem (Park et al., 
2004), predict academic achievement (Ciarrochi et al., 2007) 
and psychological wellbeing (Valle et al., 2006). Additionally, 
hopeful children have enhanced coping strategies (Hellman & 
Gwinn, 2017), and have improved problem-solving skills 
(Pedrotti et al., 2008).

Based on increasing research on adolescent hope and 
optimism, there have been measures developed to assess these 
constructs. Some of these measures include the Life Orientation 
Test (LOT) (Scheier & Carver, 1985), the Children’s Hope 
Scale (CHS) (Snyder et al., 1997), and the Youth Life Orientation 
Test (YLOT) (Ey et al., 2005), among others.

There is a growing interest in adolescent hope and optimism 
(Schiavon et al., 2017; Seligman & Csikszentmihalyi, 2000; 

TenHouten, 2023), although little is known concerning their 
available measures, particularly regarding the most 
frequently used measures and their psychometric properties. 
Where it has been documented in the literature, the report 
has been limited to certain regions. For instance, a recent 
review on available measures of hope and optimism only 
focused on studies conducted in Western countries and 
China, and lacked information on the psychometric 
properties of the measures (Leung et al., 2017). Given the 
importance of hope and optimism on various developmental 
and health outcomes, there is a need to summarise data on 
the tools and synthesise the evidence on their reliability 
and validity.

To fill this research gap, we conducted a scoping review of 
existing measures of hope and optimism, and their psychometric 
robustness. Scoping reviews are usually conducted to explore 
the scope of literature, and to map out and provide a 
summary of existing evidence to inform future research 
(Tricco et al., 2016). Information on this will be useful 
to researchers, practitioners and policymakers to make 
evidence-based choices on selection of the most relevant 
instrument for use for optimism in adolescents in their 
contexts. This study therefore aims to:

• Identify the measures of hope and optimism available for 
use among adolescents.

• Determine the most frequently used measures of 
adolescent hope and optimism.

• Document the psychometric properties of the identified 
measures of hope and optimism in adolescents including 
their reliability utility and validity across-cultural contexts.

Methods 
This study was conducted following the scoping review 
framework by Arksey & O’Malley (2005), which entails the 
following steps: (1) identifying research question(s); (2) 
identifying relevant studies; (3) study selection; (4) extracting 
and charting the data; (5) collating, summarising, and 
reporting the results. 

Identification of research question(s)
This study aimed at addressing the following research 
questions:

• Which are the measures of hope and optimism available 
for use among adolescents?

• Which are the most frequently used measures of 
adolescent hope and optimism?

• What are the psychometric properties of the identified 
measures of hope and optimism in adolescents including 
their utility and validity across-cultural contexts?

Identification of relevant studies
We conducted a search in five bibliographic databases, 
including PubMed, PsycINFO, Embase, CINAHL and Web 
of Science, for articles published from database inception to 
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03 May 2023 (the day of the last search). We also searched 
for relevant articles from the grey literature, specifically in 
Open Grey. Additionally, we checked the reference lists 
of the included papers for additional relevant literature. 
We included the keywords ‘adolescents’, ‘optimism’ ‘hope’ 
and ‘measures’ combined by the Boolean operator ‘and’. The 
respective synonyms for these keywords were joined using 
the ‘or’ Boolean operator. The search strategy was adapted to 
fit the specifications of the different databases. 

Online Appendix 1 shows the search terms used.

Study selection
We uploaded the articles identified from the databases 
search to EppiReviewer Web software (https://eppi.ioe.
ac.uk/EPPIReviewer-Web/home). Members of the research 
team independently screened the study titles, abstracts and 
full article texts to assess for their eligibility, while A.A. 
provided guidance. Disagreements between the reviewers, 
at any stage of the review, were reconciled through discussion 
and consensus. Table 1 gives a summary of the criteria that 
was used to select the eligible studies for this review, while 
Figure 1 shows the selection process of the articles. 

Extracting and charting the data 
From each of the eligible studies, extracted information 
included: the name of the author, year of publication, country, 
adolescent-specific sub-population, age of participants, 
sample size, measures used, the reported psychometric 
properties, and the correlates of adolescent optimism or hope. 
For psychometric properties, we extracted data on reliability 
(internal consistency, test-retest reliability) and validity 
data (specifically, criterion, construct, divergent, content, 
convergent validity, measurement invariance and cross-
cultural validity). We also documented translation and 
adaptation of the tools as reported in the studies.

Collating, summarising and reporting the results
We calculated the total number of individual measures of 
hope and optimism that we had identified from the included 

articles. We then counted the frequency of use of the 
individual measures identified. In this study, we selected 
the top 10 most used measures of hope and optimism as our 
most frequently used measures. Data on reliability and 
validity of the tools from the selected studies were extracted 
into Excel and the clean copy was transferred to Microsoft 
Office Word table. The countries where the data were 
collected were summarised by continent, and descriptive 
statistics were used to give the summaries. 

Ethical considerations
Although this study was a scoping review, it was nested 
under a study aimed at developing measures of adolescent 
connectedness and character development. For this reason, a 
research ethics clearance was sought for the entire study 
by the National Commission for Science, Technology and 
Innovation (Ethical clearance number: NACOSTI/P/20/6460).

Results
Study characteristics
A total of 803 eligible studies were included in this review as 
shown in the study selection flowchart (Figure 1). Online 
Appendix 2 provides detailed characteristics of the included 
studies. The included studies were published from 1976 to 
2023, with most of them (n = 624, 77.8%) being published 
from 2010 onwards. Almost half of the included studies 
(n = 341, 42.5%) originated from North America. The 
remaining studies were distributed across Asia (n = 191, 
23.8%), Europe (n = 179, 22.3%), Oceania (n = 32, 4.0%), Africa 
(n = 29, 3.6%) and South America (n = 13, 1.6%). A few of the 
included studies (n = 18, 2.2%) were multi-country studies. 

TABLE 1: Study selection criteria.

Criterion Inclusion Exclusion

Geographical 
location

Global None

Age 10–19 years (mean/median/age 
range or relevant grade level)†‡

Age outside 10–19 years

Language Articles published in English Articles published in 
non-English languages

Evidence sources Empirical studies Non-empirical studies such as 
case reports, commentaries, 
reviews. Book chapters and 
theses were also excluded

Note: Where there were multiple studies from a similar project, we included the more 
comprehensive study.
†, For studies that reported only the grade level of the participants without their ages, we 
included the studies with the reported age grades falling into the 10 to 19-year range based 
on the available respective country statistics.
‡, For the studies that included adolescents with children or adults (i.e., the reported age 
range extending beyond the 10–19 range), we included those studies with the reported 
mean or median age falling within our target age range. FIGURE 1: Flowchart showing the scoping review process.
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Figure 2 shows the geographical distribution of the included 
studies. 

We identified a total of 177 measures of optimism, hope or 
related constructs of positive future orientation used across 
751 of the included studies (see Online Appendix 3 for a list 
of these measures). In the remaining 52 studies, study-
specific items were used to assess optimism, hope or related 
constructs instead of the existing or newly developed 
measures. This review focuses on measures of optimism and 
hope. Therefore, in reporting the results, we only focus on 
measures of optimism and hope. Information on the measures 
of related constructs of positive future orientation can be 
found in Online Appendix 2. 

Measures of optimism among adolescents and 
their psychometric properties
We identified 86 measures of optimism among adolescents 
used across 360 of the included studies. Online Appendix 6 
shows a list of these measures, including their frequency of 
use. Among these measures, the LOT (Scheier & Carver, 
1985), including its revised versions (LOT-R) (Scheier et al., 
1994), the YLOT (Ey et al., 2005), the Peer Life Orientation 
Test (PLOT), including its revised versions (PLOT-R), 
(Deptula et al., 2006), the Extended Life Orientation Test 
(ELOT) (Chang et al., 1997), the Engagement, Perseverance, 
Optimism, Connectedness and Happiness (EPOCH) 
Measure of Adolescent Wellbeing (Kern et al., 2016), the 
Positivity Scale (Caprara et al., 2012), the Resiliency 
Inventory (Song, 2003), the Children’s Attributional Style 
Questionnaire (Kaslow & Tanenbaum, 1995), the 
Generalized Expectancy for Success Scale (GESS) (Fibel & 
Hale, 1978), the Resiliency Scale for Children and Adolescents 
(RSCA) (Prince-Embury & Prince-Embury, 2007), the 
Reasons for Living Inventory for Adolescents (RFL-A) 
(Osman et al., 1998), the Optimism and Pessimism Scale 
(Levy, 1985), the Connor-Davidson Resilience Scale (CDRS) 

(Connor & Davidson, 2003), and the Social and Emotional 
Health Survey–Primary (SEHS-P) (Furlong et al., 2013), 
were the most frequently used measures. These 14 measures 
were used across 276 of the included studies assessing 
optimism. Of these, 230 studies reported an aspect of 
reliability and/or validity of these measures. We have 
summarised these psychometric properties in Table 2 and 
in the Online Appendix 3.

All 230 studies reported the internal consistency of these 
measures except one study (Saeed et al., 2019) that only 
reported the test-retest reliability of the EPOCH. Two 
hundred and twenty-five of these studies reported the 
internal consistency using Cronbach’s alpha, with the 
reported alphas above the recommended threshold of 0.70 
(Cicchetti, 1994) in all but 61 studies (Online Appendix 2). 
Of the remaining studies, the internal consistency of these 
measures was assessed using McDonald’s Omega in four 
studies (Kennes et al., 2021; Kern et al., 2019; Monzani et al., 
2014) and reliability coefficient H in one study (Gaudreau 
et al., 2015). Twelve of these studies additionally assessed the 
test-retest reliability of some of these measures (Online 
Appendix 2). The reported reliability in these studies was 
above the recommended threshold of 0.40 except in two 
studies (Kern et al., 2019; Zeng & Kern, 2019). 

Forty-two studies assessed the validity of some of these 
measures, including, measurement invariance, construct, 
convergent, divergent, discriminant, predictive, criterion, 
concurrent, content and cross-cultural validity (Online 
Appendix 2). In establishing cross-cultural validity, only one 
study (Kern et al., 2019) demonstrated configural (root mean 
square error of approximation [RMSEA] = 0.042, comparative 
fit index [CFI] = 0.96, χ2 = 2983.5, degree of freedom [df ] = 480) 
and weak (RMSEA = 0.045, CFI = 0.95, χ2 = 3476.0, df = 510) 
metric measurement invariance of the EPOCH across three 
countries (Australia, China and the United States).

FIGURE 2: World map showing the geographical distribution of the included studies.
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In 14 of the included studies, only the cross-cultural 
adaptation of these measures was conducted. However, in 
most of these studies, only forward translations to the target 
languages were conducted (Online Appendix 2). Detailed 
psychometric properties and cross-cultural adaptation and 
translations of all the measures of optimism are in Online 
Appendix 2. 

Measures of hope among adolescents and their 
psychometric properties
Sixty-four measures were used across 414 of the included 
studies to assess hope in adolescents (see Online Appendix 5 
for a list of these measures, including their frequency of use). 
Among these measures, the CHS (Snyder et al., 1997), the 
Snyder’s Hope Scale (Snyder et al., 1991), the State Hope 
Scale (Snyder et al., 1996), the Herth Hope Index (Kaye Herth, 
1991), the Hopefulness Scale for Adolescents (HSA) (Hinds & 
Gattuso, 1991), the Hopefulness about Future Scale (Whitaker 
et al., 2000), the Trait Hope Scale, the Values in Action 
Inventory of Strengths for Youth (VIA-Youth) (Park & 
Peterson, 2006), the Staats’s Hope (Staats, 1989), the Beck 
Hopelessness Scale (BHS) (Beck et al., 1988), the Hopelessness 
Scale for Children, and the Work Hope Scale were the most 
frequently used measures (Table 3). These measures were 
used across 227 of the included studies assessing hope and 
their psychometric properties reported in 279 studies. All the 
studies reported an aspect of reliability of these measures 
with 62 studies additionally reporting the validity of some of 
these measures (Table 3 and Online Appendix 2 and 
Appendix 4). 

Internal consistency was reported using Cronbach’s alpha in 
282 studies and the reported reliability was adequate 

(Cronbach’s alpha ≥ 0.70) in all but 37 studies (Online 
Appendix 2). One study (Xiang et al., 2020) reported the 
internal consistency of the CHS using McDonald’s Omega, 
and the reported omega was adequate (0.87). Fourteen of the 
studies additionally reported the test-retest reliability of 
some of these measures, with the reported reliability above 
the threshold of 0.40 in all the studies. Interrater reliability 
was additionally reported in only one study (Cheavens et al., 
2019) for the Snyder’s Hope Scale, and was found to be 
adequate (0.60–0.95).

The types of validity assessed and established across studies 
for some of these measures include: measurement 
invariance, construct, convergent, discriminant, incremental, 
content, criterion, predictive and cross-cultural validity. 
Cross-cultural validity was reported only for the CHS in 
only two studies (Savahl et al., 2020; Yang et al., 2021) 
through measurement invariance (see Table 3 and Online 
Appendix 4). In these studies, multigroup scalar invariance 
across English and Afrikaans-speaking South African 
adolescents (C2 = 62.990, df = 19, p = 0.000, comparative fit 
index [CFI] = 0.975, root mean square error of approximation  
[RMSEA] = 0.048, standardised root mean square residual 
[SRMR] = 0.029) was established (Shazly Savahl et al., 2020), 
while configural and metric invariance of both the one-
factor and two-factor models of the CHS, as well as partial 
scalar invariance of the one-factor model was demonstrated 
across Chinese and American cultures (Online Appendix 4) 
(Yang et al., 2021). In the cross-cultural adaptation of these 
measures, only 21 studies reported on translations and/or 
adaptation of measures of hope, most of which were done 
for the CHS (Online Appendix 2). Detailed psychometric 
properties, including cross-cultural adaptations and 

TABLE 3: Psychometric properties of the most frequently used measures of hope among adolescents.
Description CHS Snyder’s 

Hope Scale
HHI HSA State Hope 

Scale
Trait Hope 

Scale
VIA-Youth Staat’s 

Hope Index
BHS Hopefulness 

about Future 
Scale

Hopelessness 
Scale for 
Children

Work Hope 
Scale

Total number of studies 192 55 13 10 11 10 12 7 8 3 3 3
Number of studies reporting 
internal consistency

161 44 10 9 11 10 10 7 4 3 3 3

Number of studies reporting 
test-retest reliability

6 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0

Number of studies reporting 
inter-rater reliability

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total numbers of studies 
assessing validity

35 12 3 0 2 1 3 0 0 0 0 0

Measurement invariance 11 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Number of studies reporting 
construct validity

25 10 3 0 2 1 3 1 0 0 0 0

Number of studies reporting 
convergent validity/concurrent 
validity

11 2 2 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0

Number of studies reporting 
divergent or discriminant 
validity

3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Number of studies reporting 
predictive validity 

2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Number of studies reporting 
criterion validity

1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Number of studies reporting 
face validity

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Number of studies reporting 
content validity

3 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

CHS, Children’s Hope Scale; HHI, Herth Hope Index; HSA, Hopefulness Scale for Adolescents; VIA-Youth, Values in Action Inventory of Strengths for Youth; BHS, Beck Hopelessness Scale.
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translations of all the measures of hope are in Online 
Appendix 2. 

General measures of optimism and hope in 
adolescents
In 13 of the included studies (Afzal et al., 2018; Carmona-Halty 
et al., 2019; Chen & Kuo, 2020; Ginevra et al., 2018; Santilli 
et al., 2017, 2019), measures assessing both optimism and hope 
were used. Four such measures were identified in this review. 
They include the Visions about Future Scale (Ginevra et al., 
2017), the Anila Positive Psychological Capital Scale (APS) 
(Afzal et al., 2018), the Academic Psychological Capital 
Questionnaire (Avey et al., 2011), the Inventory of Adolescent 
Resilience (Chan et al., 2009), the Positive Psychological 
Capital Questionnaire (PPQ) and My HERO Scale. Among 
these measures, only the Visions about Future Scale and the 
PPQ were used in more than one study. The rest of the 
measures were each used only in one study. 

The internal consistency of these measures was reported in 
all the studies except two studies (Chen & Kuo, 2020; Min & 
Yao, 2022) that used the Inventory of Adolescent Resilience 
and the PPQ, respectively. The reported internal consistency 
for the Visions about Future Scale, the Anila Positive 
Psychological Capital Scale (APS), the Academic 
Psychological Capital Questionnaire and the PPQ was 
adequate (Cronbach’s alpha ≥ 0.70) in all the studies except in 
only one study (Afzal et al., 2018). 

Validity was only assessed for the Visions about Future Scale 
in three studies (Ginevra et al., 2018; Santilli et al., 2017) and 
the APS in only one study (Afzal et al., 2018). The types of 
validity assessed in these studies include measurement 
invariance across gender, construct, convergent, divergent, 
discriminant, face, content and concurrent validity. Santilli 
et al. (2017) examined the cross-cultural validity of the 
Visions about Future Scale and reported its measurement 
invariance across Italian and French adolescents (configural: 
χ2 (129) = 451.80, CFI = 0.976, non-normed fit index 
[NNFI] = 0.970, RMSEA = 0.078; weak: χ2 (147) = 490.45, CFI = 
0.975, NNFI = 0.972, RMSEA = 0.075; and strong invariance: 
χ2 (129) = 593.25, CFI = 0.969, NNFI = 0.969, RMSEA = 0.079). 

Discussion
We conducted this scoping review to identify the existing 
measures of adolescent hope and optimism. We specifically 
aimed to: (1) identify the measures of hope and optimism 
available for use among adolescents (2) determine the most 
frequently used measures of adolescent hope and optimism 
and (3) document the psychometric properties of the 
identified most frequently used measures of adolescent hope 
and optimism.

We identified several measures of hope and optimism. 
The most frequently used measures, among these measures, 
of optimism were: LOT (Scheier & Carver, 1985), including 
its revised versions (LOT-R) (Scheier et al., 1994), the YLOT 

(Ey et al., 2005), the PLOT, including its revised versions 
(PLOT-R) (Deptula et al., 2006), the (ELOT) (Chang et al., 
1997), the EPOCH (Kern et al., 2016), the Positivity Scale 
(Caprara et al., 2012), the Resiliency Inventory (Song, 2003), 
the CASQ (Kaslow & Tanenbaum, 1995), the GESS (Fibel & 
Hale, 1978), the RSCA (Prince-Embury & Prince-Embury, 
2007), the RFL-A (Osman et al., 1998), the Optimism and 
Pessimism Scale (Levy, 1985), the CDRS, and the Social and 
Emotional Health Survey–Primary (SEHS-P). Notably, LOT/
LOT-R is by far the most used measure of optimism in 
adolescence. On the other hand, the most frequently used 
measures of hope were: CHS (Snyder et al., 1997), the 
Snyder’s Hope Scale (Snyder et al., 1991), the State Hope 
Scale (Snyder et al., 1996), the Herth Hope Index (Kaye Herth, 
1991), the Hopefulness Scale for Adolescents (HSA) (Hinds & 
Gattuso, 1991), the Hopefulness about Future Scale (Whitaker 
et al., 2000), the Trait Hope Scale, the VIA-Youth (Park & 
Peterson, 2006), the Staats’s Hope (Staats, 1989), the BHS 
(Beck et al., 1988), the Hopelessness Scale for Children, 
and the Work Hope Scale. Of these, the CHS was the most 
used measure of adolescent hope.

In this review, we identified 154 measures of adolescent 
hope, optimism or positive future orientation. Most of the 
included studies were conducted from 2010 onwards. 
However, there was an unequal geographical distribution of 
the studies. More than half of the included studies (87.6%) 
were conducted in North America (particularly the United 
States), Europe and Asia (particularly China). These are 
mostly high-income settings (World Bank, 2017). Notably, 
there were only 27 studies from the African context, yet the 
region carries the largest proportion of the world’s adolescent 
population (World Health Organization [WHO], 2014). This 
highlights the need of more research on adolescent hope and 
optimism across different settings. Additionally, there were 
very few studies from Latin America. There are two possible 
explanations for this observation. Firstly, that this is a true 
reflection of the scientific literature. Secondly, that it is an 
artefact of language bias, since we did not look at the 
manuscripts written in other languages other than English. 

Of the studies that reported the psychometric properties of 
the identified measures, most of the reports were of reliability 
with a few additionally reporting their validity. Moreover, 
the studies that reported the psychometric robustness of 
these measures were also mostly from the Western settings 
where the measures were developed. For instance, although 
the LOT/LOT-R was the most commonly used measure of 
optimism used across 27 different countries, none of these 
countries was a sub-Saharan African country. Additionally, 
other measures like the PLOT/PLOT-R and the Hopefulness 
about Future Scale have only been utilised in the countries 
where they were initially developed (the United States and 
China, respectively). This reiterates the need for more 
validation of these measures, including outside their contexts 
of origin to determine their cross-cultural validity and 
stability across different settings. Establishment of cross-
cultural validity and utility of measures is salient as it allows 
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for a broader use of tools into low- and middle-income 
countries, contributes to the expansion of research evidence 
across contexts, and evaluation of interventions on positive 
youth development. There is, therefore, a need to invest  
more in development, adaptation and validation of measures 
that can be used in low- and middle-income settings where 
most of the world’s youth reside (WHO, 2014). 

We identified 26 measures of hope and optimism that 
were mostly used across studies. Of these measures, the  
LOT/LOT-R and the CHS were the most preferred measures 
of adolescent optimism and hope, respectively. The LOT is a 
12-item measure that assesses dispositional optimism  
(Scheier & Carver, 1985). There is a large body of evidence 
documenting the reliability and/or validity of this measure 
(Ayub, 2009; Hale et al., 1992; Terrill et al., 2002). However, 
subsequent research led to further refinement of the items in 
the tool and a minor modifications were done to remove two 
items which were thought to be ‘problematic’ (Scheier et al., 
1994). The revised instrument, LOT-R, also showed 
good psychometric properties (Scheier et al., 1994). These 
findings were reflected in our review where this measure 
demonstrated good psychometric properties. Hence, the 
LOT/LOT-R remains the scale of choice in assessing 
adolescent optimism. This could be attributed to its brevity, 
simplicity in administration, and evidence of adequate 
psychometric properties. However, this evidence is limited in 
low-to-middle-income settings such as those of Africa. For 
instance, of the 27 countries in which this tool has been used, 
only one of them (Egypt) is an African country. Furthermore, 
only one study has been conducted in this country. This calls for 
more adaptation and validation of this tool to such settings.

The CHS is a six-item measure of hope developed by 
Snyder et al. (1997). The initial validation of this tool 
showed good psychometric properties (Snyder et al., 1997). 
This tool has since been translated to other languages 
and used in different settings. In this review, the CHS 
demonstrated robust reliability and validity across contexts. 
The reported reliability in most of the included studies 
ranged from good to excellent. It also seemed to be valid in 
terms of construct, divergent, convergent, predictive and 
criterion validity. These results concur with findings of a 
recent review on the generalisability of the measure 
(Munoz et al., 2018). As such, researchers largely from United 
States, China, Australia, and European regions of the world 
should consider using this tool in assessing hope in 
adolescents. However, there is still need for further cross-
cultural adaptation and validations of the scale in certain 
regions of the world such as sub-Saharan Africa and Southeast 
Asia.

Despite the CHS and the LOT/LOT-R being the most 
dominant measures of hope and optimism, these tools were 
majorly developed in the 1990s. Since then, new measures 
of hope and optimism have emerged building on previous 
work. We identified other frequently used measures. 
However, there was scanty information on the reliability 

and/or validity of these measures, including their cross-
cultural validations. 

We also identified measures assessing both hope and 
optimism. This could provide further evidence to support 
the ideology that these two constructs are related as 
previously mentioned (Maier et al., 2000; Sethi & Seligman, 
1994). However, this review also shows that these constructs 
are distinct as different measures have been used to assess 
them. Even where one measure was used to assess both 
constructs, these measures had specific subscales for each 
construct.

In the included studies, the convergent and divergent 
validity of measures assessing hope and optimism were 
primarily evaluated using related instruments. Specifically, 
commonly employed measures to assess convergent and 
divergent validity encompassed a wide range of variables 
such as well-being, depression, anxiety, suicidal thoughts, 
crime, resilience, connectedness, self-esteem, self-efficacy, 
internalising and externalising problems, hopelessness and 
pro-social behaviours, among others (Choi et al., 2021; Lin 
et al., 2022; Lu, 2022; O’Byrne et al., 2021; Zhao et al., 2021). 
The findings consistently demonstrated significant positive 
correlations between measures of hope and optimism and 
various positively related aspects, suggesting that individuals 
with higher levels of hope and optimism tend to experience 
greater well-being, self-esteem, resilience and positive 
psychological outcomes (Lu, 2022; O’Byrne et al., 2021; 
Phillips-Salimi et al., 2007; Zhao et al., 2021). Furthermore, 
these measures exhibited negative correlations with adverse 
outcomes such as depression, anxiety and stress, reinforcing 
the notion that hope and optimism act as protective factors 
against negative psychological states (Piqueras et al., 2019; 
Scheier & Carver, 1985; Valle et al., 2004). 

Generally, in this review we noted that very few studies 
reported cross-cultural adaptation of the measures. Even 
when reported, majorly forward and back-translations of the 
measures were done with very limited cross-cultural 
adaptations. A vigorous cross-cultural adaptation would 
evaluate various aspects including semantic, functional and 
construct equivalence which is not done when we only carry 
out forward and back-translations. This leaves out other 
important aspects that ensure cultural adequacy of these 
measures and could lead to bias (Abubakar & Van De Vijver, 
2017; Van de Vijver & Tanzer, 2004). Future studies could 
ensure a rigorous cross-cultural adaptations and validation 
of these measures.

Study strengths and limitations
The major strength of this study lies in the utilisation of a 
scoping review which captures a broader scope of information. 
We also included multiple databases and searching from the 
grey literature which made it rigorous and comprehensive. 
However, one possible limitation is the inclusion of articles 
published in only English; hence, papers in non-English 
languages may have been left out. 
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Conclusion
Hope and optimism are important psychological strengths 
in adolescents with a growing body of knowledge on their 
respective assessments. There is a wide range of existing 
measures of these constructs, although the CHS and the 
LOT/LOT-R appear to be their predominant measures. 
The existing measures demonstrated sound psychometric 
properties although this was mostly limited to reliability 
with scarce evidence on the validity of the tools, particularly 
cross-cultural validity. There is a need for researchers to 
further refine and evaluate these tools to ensure optimal use 
across contexts. Additionally, most of the studies originate 
from high income settings where these measures were 
developed. Therefore, there is need for cross-cultural 
adaptation and validation of the tools to other settings such 
as low- and middle-income countries. 

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank Dr. Derrick Ssewanyana who 
assisted in reviewing this study’s proposal and refinement 
of the search terms. We would also like to thank Paul 
Mwangi, Millicent Makandi and Anita Kerubo for their 
invaluable contribution to this article through provision of 
technical support and expertise which significantly 
enhanced the quality of this work.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no financial or personal 
relationships that may have inappropriately influenced 
them in writing this article.

Authors’ contributions
A.A. conceptualised the study. A.A., E.J.C., E.K.T. and A.A.M. 
refined the search terms. E.K.T. did the database search. 
E.J.C., E.K.T. and A.A.M. screened the articles and did the 
data extraction of included studies, while A.A. provided 
guidance throughout the process. The first draft of this article 
was written by E.J.C., while A.A., E.K.T. and A.A.M. critically 
reviewed and contributed to all the subsequent manuscript 
revisions. All the authors read, reviewed and approved the 
final manuscript, except A.A.M. who passed away after 
having significantly contributed to the study.

Funding information
This research was funded by the Templeton World Charity 
Foundation award grant (Grant ID: TWCF0506) to A.A. 
The funders had no role in the study’s design, in the 
collection, analyses, or interpretation of data, in the writing 
of the manuscript, or in the decision to publish the results.

Data availability
The authors confirm that the data supporting the findings 
of this study are available within the article and/or its 
supplementary materials.

Disclaimer
The views expressed in the submitted article are authors own 
and not an official position of the institution or funder, and 
the publisher.

References
Abubakar, A., & Van De Vijver, F.J. (Eds.). (2017). How to adapt tests for sub-Saharan 

Africa. In Handbook of applied developmental science in Sub-Saharan Africa 
(pp. 197–212). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-7328-6_11

Afzal, A., Atta, M., & Malik, N.I. (2018). Development and validation of Anila 
Psychological Capital Scale (APS) for Pakistani adolescents. Journal of Behavioural 
Sciences, 28(2), 53–66. https://doi.org/10.1037/t75633-000

Allemand, M., Steiger, A.E., & Fend, H.A. (2015). Empathy development in adolescence 
predicts social competencies in adulthood. Journal of Personality, 83(2), 229–241. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/jopy.12098 

Ames, M.E., Rawana, J.S., Gentile, P., & Morgan, A.S. (2015). The protective role of 
optimism and self-esteem on depressive symptom pathways among Canadian 
Aboriginal youth. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 44(1), 142–154. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10964-013-0016-4

Ansari, H., Khammarnia, M., Okati, H., Fakhrrahimi, S., Mahdavifar, N., Mohammadian, 
M., Yousefzadeh, A., Mohammadbeigi, A., Mohammadi, Y., & Tirgarfakheri, K. 
(2019). The role of optimism in predicting tobacco smoking and illicit drug use 
among high school students in southeast of Iran, 2018. Health Scope, 8(2), 8. 
https://doi.org/10.5812/jhealthscope.89282

Arksey, H., & O’Malley, L. (2005). Scoping studies: Towards a methodological 
framework. International Journal of Social Research Methodology, 8(1), 19–32. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/1364557032000119616

Avey, J.B., Avolio, B.J., & Luthans, F. (2011). Experimentally analyzing the impact of 
leader positivity on follower positivity and performance. The Leadership Quarterly, 
22(2), 282–294. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.leaqua.2011.02.004

Ayub, N. (2009). Measuring hopelessness and life orientation in Pakistani adolescents. 
Crisis, 30(3), 153–160. https://doi.org/10.1027/0227-5910.30.3.153

Beck, A.T., Steer, R.A., & Pompili, M. (1988). BHS, Beck hopelessness scale: Manual. 
Psychological Corporation.

Bowers, E.P., Li, Y., Kiely, M.K., Brittian, A., Lerner, J.V., & Lerner, R.M. (2010). The five 
Cs model of positive youth development: A longitudinal analysis of confirmatory 
factor structure and measurement invariance. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 
39(7), 720–735. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-010-9530-9

Bryant, F.B., & Cvengros, J.A. (2004). Distinguishing hope and optimism: Two sides of 
a coin, or two separate coins? Journal of Social and Clinical Psychology, 23(2), 
273–302. https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.23.2.273.31018

Caprara, G.V., Alessandri, G., Eisenberg, N., Kupfer, A., Steca, P., Caprara, M.G., 
Yamaguchi, S., Fukuzawa, A., & Abela, J. (2012). The positivity scale. Psychological 
Assessment, 24(3), 701. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0026681

Carmona-Halty, M., Schaufeli Wilmar, B., Llorens, S., & Salanova, M. (2019). 
Satisfaction of basic psychological needs leads to better academic performance 
via increased psychological capital: A three-wave longitudinal study among high 
school students. Frontiers in Psychology, 10, 2113. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fpsyg.2019.02113

Carver, C.S., & Scheier, M.F. (2014). Dispositional optimism. Trends in Cognitive 
Sciences, 18(6), 293–299. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2014.02.003

Catalano, R.F., Berglund, M.L., Ryan, J.A., Lonczak, H.S., & Hawkins, J.D. (2004). Positive 
youth development in the United States: Research findings on evaluations of positive 
youth development programs. The Annals of the American Academy of Political 
and Social Science, 591(1), 98–124. https://doi.org/10.1177/0002716203260102

Chan, Y.-C., Yeh, Y.-C., Peng, Y.-Y., & Yeh, B.-L. (2009). The development of the ‘inventory 
of adolescent resilience’. Psychological Testing, 56(4), 491–518. 

Chang, E.C., Maydeu-Olivares, A., & D’Zurilla, T.J. (1997). Optimism and pessimism as 
partially independent constructs: Relationship to positive and negative affectivity 
and psychological well-being. Personality and Individual Differences, 23(3), 
433–440. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0191-8869(97)80009-8

Cheavens, J.S., Heiy, J.E., Feldman, D.B., Benitez, C., & Rand, K.L. (2019). Hope, goals, 
and pathways: Further validating the hope scale with observer ratings. Journal of 
Positive Psychology, 14(4), 452–462. https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2018.14
84937

Chen, Y.L., & Kuo, P.H. (2020). Effects of perceived stress and resilience on suicidal 
behaviors in early adolescents. European Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, 29(6), 
861–870. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00787-019-01401-w

Choi, J.-K., Ryu, J.-H., & Yang, Z. (2021). Validation of the engagement, perseverance, 
optimism, connectedness, and happiness measure in adolescents from 
multistressed families: Using first- and second-order confirmatory factor analysis 
models. Journal of Psychoeducational Assessment, 39(4), 494–507. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0734282920986395

Ciarrochi, J., Heaven, P.C., & Davies, F. (2007). The impact of hope, self-esteem, and 
attributional style on adolescents’ school grades and emotional well-being: A 
longitudinal study. Journal of Research in Personality, 41(6), 1161–1178. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2007.02.001

Cicchetti, D.V. (1994). Guidelines, criteria, and rules of thumb for evaluating normed 
and standardized assessment instruments in psychology. Psychological 
Assessment, 6(4), 284. https://doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.6.4.284

http://www.ajopa.org�
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-7328-6_11
https://doi.org/10.1037/t75633-000�
https://doi.org/10.1111/jopy.12098
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-013-0016-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-013-0016-4
https://doi.org/10.5812/jhealthscope.89282
https://doi.org/10.1080/1364557032000119616�
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.leaqua.2011.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1027/0227-5910.30.3.153
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-010-9530-9
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.23.2.273.31018
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0026681
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02113�
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02113�
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2014.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002716203260102
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0191-8869(97)80009-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2018.1484937�
https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2018.1484937�
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00787-019-01401-w�
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734282920986395�
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734282920986395�
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2007.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2007.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.6.4.284


Page 10 of 11 Review Article

http://www.ajopa.org Open Access

Connor, K.M., & Davidson, J.R. (2003). Development of a new resilience scale: The 
Connor-Davidson resilience scale (CD-RISC). Depression and Anxiety, 18(2), 76–82. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/da.10113 

Deptula, D.P., Cohen, R., Phillipsen, L.C., & Ey, S. (2006). Expecting the best: The 
relation between peer optimism and social competence. The Journal of Positive 
Psychology, 1(3), 130–141. https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760600613685

Dooley, B., Fitzgerald, A., & Giollabhui, N. (2015). The risk and protective factors 
associated with depression and anxiety in a national sample of Irish adolescents. 
Irish Journal of Psychological Medicine, 32(1), 93–105. https://doi.org/10.1017/
ipm.2014.83

Ey, S., Hadley, W., Allen, D.N., Palmer, S., Klosky, J., Deptula, D., Thomas, J., & Cohen, 
R. (2005). A new measure of children’s optimism and pessimism: The youth life 
orientation test. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 46(5), 548–558. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7610.2004.00372.x

Fenton, C., Brooks, F., Spencer, N.H., & Morgan, A. (2010). Sustaining a positive body 
image in adolescence: An assets-based analysis. Health & Social Care in the 
Community, 18(2), 189–198. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2524.2009.00888.x

Fibel, B., & Hale, W.D. (1978). The Generalized Expectancy for Success Scale: A new 
measure. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 46(5), 924. https://doi.
org/10.1037/0022-006X.46.5.924

Furlong, M.J., You, S., Renshaw, T.L., O’Malley, M.D., & Rebelez, J. (2013). Preliminary 
development of the positive experiences at School Scale for elementary school 
children. Child Indicators Research, 6, 753–775. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12187-
013-9193-7

Gaudreau, P., Gunnell Katie, E., Hoar Sharleen, D., Thompson, A., & Lelievre, J. (2015). 
Optimism, pessimism, and coping in a dual-domain model of sport and school 
satisfaction. Sport, Exercise, and Performance Psychology, 4(2), 140–152. https://
doi.org/10.1037/spy0000032

Gillham, J., & Reivich, K. (2004). Cultivating optimism in childhood and 
adolescence. The Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social 
Science, 591(1), 146–163. https://doi.org/10.1177/0002716203260095

Ginevra, M.C., Santilli, S., Di Maggio, I., Nota, L., & Soresi, S. (2018). Development and 
validation of visions about future in early adolescence. British Journal of Guidance 
& Counselling, 48(2), 155–167. https://doi.org/10.1080/03069885.2018.1550188

Ginevra, M.C., Sgaramella, T.M., Ferrari, L., Nota, L., Santilli, S., & Soresi, S. (2017). 
Visions about future: A new scale assessing optimism, pessimism, and hope in 
adolescents. International Journal for Educational and Vocational Guidance, 
17(2), 187–210. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10775-016-9324-z

Häggström Westberg, K., Wilhsson, M., Svedberg, P., Nygren, J.M., Morgan, A., & 
Nyholm, M. (2019). Optimism as a candidate health asset: Exploring its links with 
adolescent quality of life in Sweden. Child Development, 90(3), 970–984. https://
doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12958

Hale, W.D., Fiedler, L.R., & Cochran, C. (1992). The revised generalized expectancy 
for success scale: A validity and reliability study. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 
48(4), 517–521. https://doi.org/10.1002/1097-4679(199207)48:4<517::AID-
JCLP2270480413>3.0.CO;2-Z

Hellman, C.M., & Gwinn, C. (2017). Camp HOPE as an intervention for children 
exposed to domestic violence: A program evaluation of hope, and strength of 
character. Child and Adolescent Social Work Journal, 34(3), 269–276. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10560-016-0460-6

Hinds, P.S., & Gattuso, J.S. (1991). Measuring hopefulness in adolescents. Journal 
of Pediatric Oncology Nursing, 8(2), 92–94. https://doi.org/10.1177/1043454 
29100800241

Hoyt, L.T., Chase-Lansdale, P.L., McDade, T.W., & Adam, E.K. (2012). Positive youth, 
healthy adults: Does positive well-being in adolescence predict better perceived 
health and fewer risky health behaviors in young adulthood? Journal of Adolescent 
Health, 50(1), 66–73. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2011.05.002

Kaslow, N., & Tanenbaum, R. (1995). Children attributional style questionnaire. 
Houghton Mifflin.

Kaye Herth, R. (1991). Development and refinement of an instrument to measure 
hope. Research and Theory for Nursing Practice, 5(1), 39. 

Kennes, A., Peeters, S., Janssens, M., Reijnders, J., Simons, M., Lataster, J., & Jacobs, N. 
(2021). Optimism and mental health in adolescence: A prospective validation 
study of the Dutch Life-Orientation Test-Revised (LOT-R-A) for adolescents. 
Psychologica Belgica, 61(1), 104–115. https://doi.org/10.5334/pb.799

Kern, M.L., Benson, L., Steinberg, E.A., & Steinberg, L. (2016). The EPOCH measure of 
adolescent well-being. Psychological Assessment, 28(5), 586. https://doi.
org/10.1037/pas0000201

Kern, M.L., Zeng, G., Hou, H., & Peng, K. (2019). The Chinese version of the EPOCH 
measure of adolescent well-being: Testing cross-cultural measurement invariance. 
Journal of Psychoeducational Assessment, 37(6), 757–769. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0734282918789561

Lerner, J.V., Bowers, E.P., Minor, K., Boyd, M.J., Mueller, M.K., Schmid, K.L., Napolitano, 
C.M., Lewin-Bizan, S., & Lerner, R.M. (2012). Positive youth development: 
Processes, philosophies, and programs. In R.M. Lerner, M.A. Easterbrooks, J. 
Mistry, & I.B. Weiner (Eds.), Handbook of psychology: Developmental psychology 
(pp. 365–392). John Wiley & Sons, Inc.

Lerner, R.M., Lerner, J.V., Almerigi, J.B., Theokas, C., Phelps, E., Gestsdottir, S., 
Naudeau, S., Jelicic, H., Alberts, A., Ma, L., Smith, L.M., Bobek, D.L., Richman-
Raphael, D., Simpson, I., Christiansen, E.D., & Ma, L. (2005). Positive youth 
development, participation in community youth development programs, and 
community contributions of fifth-grade adolescents: Findings from the first wave 
of the 4-H study of positive youth development. The Journal of Early Adolescence, 
25(1), 17–71. https://doi.org/10.1177/0272431604272461

Leung, H., Wu, F.K., & Shek, D.T. (2017). Hope, aspirations, and resilience in children 
and adolescents: A review of research on measurement and related antecedents. 
International Journal on Disability and Human Development, 16(4), 351–358. 
https://doi.org/10.1515/ijdhd-2017-7003

Levy, D.A. (1985). Optimism and pessimism: Relationships to circadian rhythms. 
Psychological Reports, 57(3_suppl), 1123–1126. https://doi.org/10.2466/
pr0.1985.57.3f.1123

Lin, H., Cox, R.B., Sahbaz, S., Washburn, I.J., Larzelere, R.E., & Greder, K.A. (2022). 
Hope for latino immigrant youth: A longitudinal test of snyder’s children’s hope 
scale. Family Relations: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Applied Family Studies, 
72(3), 697–718. https://doi.org/10.1111/fare.12651

Lu, C. (2022). The relationship between parental emotional warmth and rural 
adolescents’ hope: The sequential mediating role of perceived social support and 
prosocial behavior. The Journal of Genetic Psychology, 184(4), 260–273. https://
doi.org/10.1080/00221325.2022.2161343

Magaletta, P.R., & Oliver, J. (1999). The hope construct, will, and ways: Their relations 
with self-efficacy, optimism, and general well-being. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 
55(5), 539–551. https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4679(199905)55:5<539::AID-
JCLP2>3.0.CO;2-G

Maier, S.F., Peterson, C., & Schwartz, B. (2000). From helplessness to hope: The 
seminal career of Martin Seligman. In J.E. Gillham (Ed.), The science of optimism 
and hope: Research essays in honor of Martin EP Seligman (pp. 11–37).

McCoy, H., & Bowen, E.A. (2015). Hope in the social environment: Factors affecting 
future aspirations and school self-efficacy for youth in urban environments. Child 
and Adolescent Social Work Journal, 32(2), 131–141. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10560-014-0343-7

Min, C., & Yao, J.W. (2022). Effect of positive rumination-based sports prescription on 
the mental health of teenagers. Psychiatria Danubina, 34(1), 64–70. https://doi.
org/10.24869/psyd.2022.64

Monzani, D., Steca, P., & Greco, A. (2014). Brief report: Assessing dispositional 
optimism in adolescence – Factor structure and concurrent validity of the Life 
Orientation Test – Revised. Journal of Adolescence, 37(2), 97–101. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2013.11.006

Munoz, R.T., Pearson, L.C., Hellman, C.M., McIntosh, H.C., Khojasteh, J., & Fox, M.D. 
(2018). Adverse childhood experiences and posttraumatic stress as an 
antecedent of anxiety and lower hope. Traumatology, 24(3), 209–218. https://
doi.org/10.1037/trm0000149

O’Byrne, R., Cherry, K.M., Collaton, J., & Lumley, M.N. (2021). The contribution of 
positive self-schemas to university students’ distress and well-being. International 
Journal of Cognitive Therapy, 14(3), 436–454. https://doi.org/10.1007/s41811-
020-00083-6

Osman, A., Downs, W.R., Kopper, B.A., Barrios, F.X., Baker, M.T., Osman, J.R., Besett, 
T.M., & Linehan, M.M. (1998). The reasons for living inventory for adolescents 
(RFL-A): Development and psychometric properties. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 
54(8), 1063–1078. https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4679(199812)54:8<1063:: 
AID-JCLP6>3.0.CO;2-Z

Park, N., & Peterson, C. (2006). Moral competence and character strengths among 
adolescents: The development and validation of the values in action inventory of 
strengths for youth. Journal of Adolescence, 29(6), 891–909. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2006.04.011

Park, N., Peterson, C., & Seligman, M.E. (2004). Strengths of character and well-being: 
A closer look at hope and modesty. Guilford Press.

Pedrotti, J.T., Edwards, L.M., & Lopez, S.J. (2008). Promoting hope: Suggestions for 
school counselors. Professional School Counseling, 12(2), 100–107. https://doi.
org/10.5330/PSC.n.2010-12.100

Phillips-Salimi, C.R., Haase, J.E., Kintner, E.K., Monahan, P.O., & Azzouz, F. (2007). 
Psychometric properties of the Herth Hope Index in adolescents and young adults 
with cancer. Journal of Nursing Measurement, 15(1), 3. https://doi.org/10.1891/ 
106137407780851769

Piqueras, J.A., Rodriguez-Jimenez, T., Marzo, J.C., Rivera-Riquelme, M., Martinez-
Gonzalez, A.E., Falco, R., & Furlong, M.J. (2019). Social Emotional Health Survey-
Secondary (SEHS-S): A universal screening measure of Social-Emotional strengths 
for Spanish-speaking adolescents. International Journal of Environmental Research 
and Public Health, 16(24), 4982. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16244982

Prince-Embury, S., & Prince-Embury, S. (2007). Resiliency scales for children and 
adolescents: A profile of personal strengths. Harcourt Assessment.

Roth, J.L., & Brooks-Gunn, J. (2003). What exactly is a youth development 
program? Answers from research and practice. Applied Developmental 
Science, 7(2), 94–111. https://doi.org/10.1207/S1532480XADS0702_6

Saeed, M., Agh, A., Rahimi, M., Fallahzadeh, H., & Vaezi, A. (2019). The relationship 
between developmental assets and well-being in adolescent female students 
in yazd, iran. Journal of Indian Association for Child and Adolescent Mental 
Health, 15(3), 9–32. https://doi.org/10.1177/0973134220190302

Santilli, S., Marcionetti, J., Rochat, S., Rossier, J., & Nota, L. (2017). Career adaptability, 
hope, optimism, and life satisfaction in Italian and Swiss adolescents. Journal of 
Career Development, 44(1), 62–76. https://doi.org/10.1177/0894845316633793

Santilli, S., Nota, L., & Hartung Paul, J. (2019). Efficacy of a group career construction 
intervention with early adolescent youth. Journal of Vocational Behavior, 111, 
49–58. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2018.06.007

Savahl, S., Adams, S., Florence, M., Casas, F., Mpilo, M., Sinclair, D.L., & Manuel, D. 
(2020). Afrikaans adaptation of the children’s hope scale: Validation and 
measurement invariance. Cogent Psychology, 7(1), 1853010. https://doi.org/10.1
080/23311908.2020.1853010

Scheier, M.F., & Carver, C.S. (1985). Optimism, coping, and health: Assessment and 
implications of generalized outcome expectancies. Health Psychology, 4(3), 219. 
https://doi.org/10.1037/0278-6133.4.3.219

http://www.ajopa.org�
https://doi.org/10.1002/da.10113
https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760600613685
https://doi.org/10.1017/ipm.2014.83
https://doi.org/10.1017/ipm.2014.83
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7610.2004.00372.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2524.2009.00888.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.46.5.924
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.46.5.924
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12187-013-9193-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12187-013-9193-7
https://doi.org/10.1037/spy0000032�
https://doi.org/10.1037/spy0000032�
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002716203260095
https://doi.org/10.1080/03069885.2018.1550188�
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10775-016-9324-z�
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12958
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12958
https://doi.org/10.1002/1097-4679(199207)48:4<517::AID-JCLP2270480413>3.0.CO;2-Z
https://doi.org/10.1002/1097-4679(199207)48:4<517::AID-JCLP2270480413>3.0.CO;2-Z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10560-016-0460-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10560-016-0460-6
https://doi.org/10.1177/104345429100800241
https://doi.org/10.1177/104345429100800241
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2011.05.002
https://doi.org/10.5334/pb.799�
https://doi.org/10.1037/pas0000201
https://doi.org/10.1037/pas0000201
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734282918789561�
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734282918789561�
https://doi.org/10.1177/0272431604272461
https://doi.org/10.1515/ijdhd-2017-7003
https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1985.57.3f.1123
https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1985.57.3f.1123
https://doi.org/10.1111/fare.12651�
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221325.2022.2161343�
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221325.2022.2161343�
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4679(199905)55:5<539::AID-JCLP2>3.0.CO;2-G
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4679(199905)55:5<539::AID-JCLP2>3.0.CO;2-G
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10560-014-0343-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10560-014-0343-7
https://doi.org/10.24869/psyd.2022.64�
https://doi.org/10.24869/psyd.2022.64�
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2013.11.006�
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2013.11.006�
https://doi.org/10.1037/trm0000149�
https://doi.org/10.1037/trm0000149�
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41811-020-00083-6�
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41811-020-00083-6�
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4679(199812)54:8<1063::AID-JCLP6>3.0.CO;2-Z
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4679(199812)54:8<1063::AID-JCLP6>3.0.CO;2-Z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2006.04.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2006.04.011
https://doi.org/10.5330/PSC.n.2010-12.100
https://doi.org/10.5330/PSC.n.2010-12.100
https://doi.org/10.1891/106137407780851769
https://doi.org/10.1891/106137407780851769
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16244982
https://doi.org/10.1207/S1532480XADS0702_6
https://doi.org/10.1177/0973134220190302
https://doi.org/10.1177/0894845316633793�
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2018.06.007�
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311908.2020.1853010�
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311908.2020.1853010�
https://doi.org/10.1037/0278-6133.4.3.219


Page 11 of 11 Review Article

http://www.ajopa.org Open Access

Scheier, M.F., & Carver, C.S. (1992). Effects of optimism on psychological and physical 
well-being: Theoretical overview and empirical update. Cognitive Therapy and 
Research, 16(2), 201–228. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01173489

Scheier, M.F., Carver, C.S., & Bridges, M.W. (1994). Distinguishing optimism from 
neuroticism (and trait anxiety, self-mastery, and self-esteem): A reevaluation of 
the Life Orientation Test. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 67(6), 1063.  
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.67.6.1063

Schiavon, C.C., Marchetti, E., Gurgel, L.G., Busnello, F.M., & Reppold, C.T. (2017). 
Optimism and hope in chronic disease: A systematic review. Frontiers in 
Psychology, 7, 2022. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2016.02022

Seligman, M.E., & Csikszentmihalyi, M. (2000). Positive psychology: An introduction 
(Vol. 55). American Psychological Association.

Sethi, S., & Seligman, M.E. (1994). The hope of fundamentalists. Psychological Science, 
5(1), 58. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.1994.tb00616.x

Snyder, C.R. (2000). Handbook of hope: Theory, measures, and applications. Academic 
Press.

Snyder, C.R., Harris, C., Anderson, J.R., Holleran, S.A., Irving, L.M., Sigmon, S.T., Yoshinobu, 
L., Gibb, J., Langelle, C., & Harney, P. (1991). The will and the ways: Development and 
validation of an individual-differences measure of hope. Journal of Personality and 
Social Psychology, 60(4), 570. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.60.4.570

Snyder, C.R., Hoza, B., Pelham, W.E., Rapoff, M., Ware, L., Danovsky, M., Highberger, L, 
Rubinstein, H., & Stahl, K.J. (1997). The development and validation of the 
Children’s Hope Scale. Journal of Pediatric Psychology, 22(3), 399–421. https://
doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/22.3.399

Snyder, C.R., Sympson, S.C., Ybasco, F.C., Borders, T.F., Babyak, M.A., & Higgins, R.L. 
(1996). Development and validation of the State Hope Scale. Journal of Personality 
and Social Psychology, 70(2), 321. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.70.2.321

Song, M. (2003). Two studies on the Resilience Inventory (RI): Toward the goal of 
creating a culturally sensitive measure of adolescence resilience. Harvard University.

Staats, S. (1989). Hope: A comparison of two self-report measures for adults. 
Journal of Personality Assessment, 53(2), 366–375. https://doi.org/10.1207/
s15327752jpa5302_13

Sun, R.C., & Shek, D.T. (2012). Beliefs in the future as a positive youth development 
construct: A conceptual review. The Scientific World Journal, 2012, 527038. 
https://doi.org/10.1100/2012/527038

Tanner, A.K., Hasking, P., & Martin, G. (2014). Effects of rumination and optimism on 
the relationship between psychological distress and non-suicidal self-injury. 
Prevention Science, 15(6), 860–868. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-013-0444-0

TenHouten, W. (2023). The emotions of hope: From optimism to sanguinity, from 
pessimism to despair. The American Sociologist, 54(1), 76–100. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s12108-022-09544-1

Terrill, D.R., Friedman, D.G., Gottschalk, L.A., & Haaga, D.A. (2002). Construct validity 
of the life orientation test. Journal of Personality Assessment, 79(3), 550–563. 
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327752JPA7903_09

Tricco, A.C., Lillie, E., Zarin, W., O’Brien, K., Colquhoun, H., Kastner, M., Levac, D., Ng, 
C., Sharpe, J.P., Wilson, K., Kenny, M., Warren, R., Wilson, C., Stelfox, H.T., & 
Wilson, K. (2016). A scoping review on the conduct and reporting of scoping 
reviews. BMC Medical Research Methodology, 16(1), 15. https://doi.org/10.1186/
s12874-016-0116-4

Valle, M.F., Huebner, E.S., & Suldo, S.M. (2004). Further evaluation of the Children’s 
Hope Scale. Journal of Psychoeducational Assessment, 22(4), 320–337. https://
doi.org/10.1177/073428290402200403

Valle, M.F., Huebner, E.S., & Suldo, S.M. (2006). An analysis of hope as a psychological 
strength. Journal of School Psychology, 44(5), 393–406. https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.jsp.2006.03.005

Van de Vijver, F., & Tanzer, N.K. (2004). Bias and equivalence in cross-cultural assessment: 
An overview. European Review of Applied Psychology, 54(2), 119–135. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.erap.2003.12.004

Whitaker, D.J., Miller, K.S., & Clark, L.F. (2000). Reconceptualizing adolescent sexual 
behavior: Beyond did they or didn’t they? Family Planning Perspectives, 32(3), 
111–117. https://doi.org/10.2307/2648159

World Bank. (2017). World bank country and lending groups. The World Bank 
Group. 

World Health Organization. (2014). Health for the world’s adolescents: A second 
chance in the second decade: Summary. Geneva. Retrieved from https://apps.
who.int/iris/handle/10665/112750

Xiang, G., Li, Q., Du, X., Liu, X., Xiao, M., & Chen, H. (2020). Links between family 
cohesion and subjective well-being in adolescents and early adults: The mediating 
role of self-concept clarity and hope. Current Psychology: A Journal for Diverse 
Perspectives on Diverse Psychological Issues, 41(1), 76–85. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s12144-020-00795-0

Yang, Q., Ling, Y., Huebner, E.S., Zeng, Y., & Liu, C. (2021). Assessing the measurement 
invariance of the Children’s Hope Scale in Chinese and American adolescents. 
Journal of Personality Assessment, 103(2), 195–203. https://doi.org/10.1080/002
23891.2019.1693387

Zeng, G., & Kern, M.L. (2019). The Chinese EPOCH measure of adolescent wellbeing: 
Further testing of the psychometrics of the measure. Frontiers in Psychology, 10, 
1457. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.01457

Zhao, S., Chen, L.H., King, R.B., Nie, Y.G., Du, H.F., & Chi, P.L. (2021). When 
adolescents believe that SES can be changed, they achieve more: The role of 
growth mindset of SES. Personality and Individual Differences, 183, 111104. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2021.111104

http://www.ajopa.org�
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01173489
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.67.6.1063
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2016.02022
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.1994.tb00616.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.60.4.570
https://doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/22.3.399
https://doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/22.3.399
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.70.2.321
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa5302_13
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa5302_13
https://doi.org/10.1100/2012/527038
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-013-0444-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12108-022-09544-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12108-022-09544-1
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327752JPA7903_09
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12874-016-0116-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12874-016-0116-4
https://doi.org/10.1177/073428290402200403
https://doi.org/10.1177/073428290402200403
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2006.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2006.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erap.2003.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erap.2003.12.004
https://doi.org/10.2307/2648159
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/112750�
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/112750�
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-020-00795-0�
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-020-00795-0�
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223891.2019.1693387�
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223891.2019.1693387�
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.01457�
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2021.111104�

	Adolescent hope and optimism: A scoping review of measures and their psychometric properties
	Introduction
	Methods
	Identification of research question(s)
	Identification of relevant studies
	Study selection
	Extracting and charting the data
	Collating, summarising and reporting the results
	Ethical considerations

	Results
	Study characteristics
	Measures of optimism among adolescents and their psychometric properties
	Measures of hope among adolescents and their psychometric properties
	General measures of optimism and hope in adolescents

	Discussion
	Study strengths and limitations

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Funding information
	Data availability
	Disclaimer

	References
	Figures
	FIGURE 1: Flowchart showing the scoping review process.
	FIGURE 2: World map showing the geographical distribution of the included studies.

	Tables
	TABLE 1: Study selection criteria.
	TABLE 2: Psychometric properties of the most frequently used measures of optimism among adolescents.
	TABLE 3: Psychometric properties of the most frequently used measures of hope among adolescents.



