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GAS: T Score Descriptors

Patient's Scores on 5-Point Scale Expected range for GAS T-Score

Much better than expected >60
Better than expected 50-59
Expected ~50
Less than expected 40-49

Much less than expected (baseline) <40

If all goals are met at the expected level (score "0") the
GAS T score will be ~50.

Change in T Score = Discharge/Progress - Baseline

10 point Change in T Score = "minimally clinically
important difference" (MCID)
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GAS: Rating Scale

o

+2 Much better than expected outcome
+1 Better than expected outcome
0 Patient achieves expected outcome after intervention

(goal, set at evaluation)
-1 Less than expected outcome (progressing)

-2 Much less than expected outcome




